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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAST, P.O. BOX 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276-( 217) 782-3397 
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217/524 3300 GOVERNOR DOUGLAS P. Scon, DIRECTOR 

April 23, 2007 CertlEifid MaxL 
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Safety Kleen 
Attn: Environmental Coordinator ^ 
633 East 138th Street 
Dolton, Illinois 60419 

Re: 0310690006 — Cook County 
Safety Kleen Systems (Dolton) 
ILD980613913 
RCRA Permit 

Dear Environmental Coordinator: 

The Illinois EPA and the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) have 
compiled a list of all facilities deemed appropriate and important to address using the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act's (RCRA) Corrective Action Program. Because this set of 
3,880 facilities has national remediation goals which will culminate in the year 2020, it is 
referred to as the 2020 Corrective Action Universe. Your facility is part of this 2020 Universe. 

As a result, a final remedy needs to be in place (i.e., remedy construction completed) at your 
facility by 2020 (although actual attainment of cleanup goals through remedy implementation 
may take a while longer). If we have not already done so, we will be working with you to 
develop a plan and a schedule that achieves this goal before 2020. 

Your facility has been included in the 2020 Universe because one or more of the following is 
true: 

• It has a RCRA permit obligation, 
• Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA agreed that it needs to be addressed under the RCRA 

Corrective Action Program, as it at one time operated a hazardous waste management 
unit subject to the interim status or permit requirements of RCRA. 

Inclusion on this list does not imply failure on your part to meet any legal obligation, nor should 
it be construed as an adverse action against you. It only means that Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA 
have identified your facility - and every other facility in the 2020 Universe - as needing to 
complete RCRA Corrective Action if they have not done so already. Our national program goal 
is to address there cleanup obligations before the end"Gf 2020. Accordingly, progress will be 
tracked for each facility in the 2020 Universe. The list of facilities will be posted on our web site 
at http://www.epa. gov/correctiveaction in the near future. 
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Illinois EPA will work to address remediation concerns at your facility in a manner consistent 
with your plans for the property. There are a variety of options available for completing the 
required remediation efforts at your facility, ranging from participation in Illinois EPA's Site 
Remediation Program to establishment of an Administrative Order on Consent with USEPA 
under Section 3008(h) of RCRA. 

Illinois EPA would like to schedule a meeting with you in the near future to discuss remedial 
activities at your facility and achievement of the goal mentioned in the second paragraph of this 
letter. Please contact James K. Moore, P.E. of my staff at 217/524-3295 if you have any 
questions regarding this letter and to schedule a meeting to discuss the contents of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen F. Nightingale, P.E. 
Manager, Permit Section 
Bureau of Land 

SFN:JKM:bjh\072572s.dot 

cc: Hak Cho, USEPA, Region 5 
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ILLINOIS ENvi^NMEimIL PROTECTION AGENCY 
1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 Mary A. Cade, Director 

217/524-3300 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
September 15, 1998 P 344 292 222 

Mr. Bob Schoepke 
Safety-Kleen Corporation 
1000 North Randall Road 
Elgin, niinois 60123-7857 

Re; 0310690006 ~ Cook County 
Safety-Kleen Recycle Center/Dolton 
ILD980613913 
Date Received: December 3,1996; April 24,1998, July 28, 1998 
Log No. B-120-CA-4; B-120-CA-1 
RCRA Permit 

Dear Mr. Schoepke: 

The RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Phase n/in Report for the above-referenced facility has 
been reviewed by the Illinois EPA. The subject report was submitted to meet the corrective 
action requirements of Condition IV.B of the RCRA permit issued for the Safety-Kleen/Dolton 
facility (Log No. B-120) and the February 21,1996 Illinois EPA letter approving the RFI Phase 
n/ni Work Plan. Phase U and Phase in RFI activities documented in the subject submittal were 
carried out to determine the extent of releases of hazardous waste or hazardous constituents to 
soil and groundwater at solid waste management units (SWMUs) located within four 
investigation areas at the above-referenced facility. In addition, this letter is in response to: (1) a 
letter dated April 23, 1998 which contained analytical data from the resampling at Boring 10-1 
near a SWMU being investigated as part of this RFI, this letter is the subject of Condition 4 
below; and (2) a July 27,1998 document which contained an additional investigation workplan. 

The RFI Phase n/in Report, as supplemented by the April 23,1998 letter and the July 27,1998 
workplan, is hereby approved subject to the following conditions and modifications: 

1. The SWMUs investigated as part of the Phase n/HI RFI, grouped by the associated 
investigation areas, is as follows (the location of these SWMUs and investigation areas are 
shown on Figure 2-1 of the RFI Phase Mil Report; note that the investigation areas were 
originally identified in the Illinois EPA's August 17,1995 Phase I RFI Report approval 
letter (B-120-CA-1)): 

a. East Field Investigation Area 
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b. Southern Investigation Area, which includes: 

(1) Former Southeast Tank Farm / UST Area 

(2) Former Tank Farm D / Truck Station No. 3 

(3) Truck Station No. 10 

c. Central Investigation Area, which includes: 

(1) Process Building 

(2) West Tank Farm Area 

(3) Truck Station No. 4 

(4) Truck Station No. 9 

(5) Driveway to the Facility 

d. Northwestern Investigation Area, which includes: 

(1) Truck Station No. 5 

(2) Former Truck Station No. 6 / North Warehouse Pad 

2. Phase I and Phase n RFI soil sampling / analysis results indicate that no releases of 
hazardous wastes or hazardous constituents have occurred to soils which are considered a 
threat to human health or the environment at all the units identified in Condition 1 above 
except: (1) East Field Investigation Area; (2) Truck Station No. 10; and (3) West Tank 
Farm Area. Condition 3 and 4 below describe the remaining concerns relative to soil at 
these three SWMUs. As such, except for three SWMUs listed in this Condition, no further 
action is necessary with respect to soils investigation or remediation as part of the RCRA 
Facility Investigation at the SWMUs listed in Condition 1 above. 

3. As proposed by Safety-Kleen during the March 31,1998 meeting with Illinois EPA in 
Sprin^eld, Illinois, further investigation should be conducted around Boring EF-1 in the 
East Field Investigation Area and aroimd Boring W-2 in the West Tank farm. The goal of 
this investigation would be to determine the extent of soil contamination above Tier 1 
TACO remediation objectives by utilizing the Illinois EPA approved procedures used during 
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the Phase I and Phase n investigations and the procedures present in Attachment B to 
Safety-Kleen's July 27,1998 letter as modified below. Followdng this investigation a 
TACO analysis should be conducted. 

Attachment B, Proposed Additional Investigation Workplan - Vicinity of Phase I Borings 
EF-1 and W-2 is hereby approved subject to the following modification: One soil sample 
should be located at a distance of approximately 10' firom Phase I soil sampling locations 
EF-1 and W-2. These two soil samples may be either in place of or in addition to one of the 
soil samples proposed to be located 20' to 30' away firom EF-1 and W-2 respectively in the 
Proposed Additional Investigation Workplan. 

4. Due to the discrepancies in the results of the analyses conducted on soil samples collected 
at Location 10-1 (near Truck Station 10) for toluene, one additional soil sample should be 
collected at the same interval as the previous two samples and analyzed. In Ae event that 
this third sample detects toluene at a level below Tier 1 TACO objectives fiien no further 
action will be necessary at this unit. Otherwise further evaluation of the contamination in 
the vicinity of Location 10-1 will be necessary. 

5. Based upon the submitted information the groundwater present beneath the facility, between 
the ground surface and bedrock, is a Class 11 groundwater; however, any groundwater 
encoimtered within the bedrock, which exists at approximately forty (40) feet BGS is a 
Class 1 groundwater. Therefore, the facility shall base their comparisons of the shallow 
groimdwater quality data on the Class 11 standards listed in 35 111. Adm. Code 620.420 in all 
future sampling events. 

Additionally the following comments address certain aspects of the grotmdwater monitoring 
program: 

a. Due to the fact that it has been almost two years since the last groundwater monitoring 
effort, one additional round of grotmdwater monitoring is necessary to properly 
characterize the grotmdwater qtiality prior to conducting a TACO analysis. This effort 
mtist be carried out in accordance with previously approved procedures for all 
parameters and constituents previously evaltiated. Then the facility shall commence 
the risk assessment consisting of a Tier 2 TACO analysis of the southeast field area, as 
proposed on page 4-4 of the Jantiary 31,1997 RFl Phase n/in Report Addendtrm. As 
such, the facility should conduct a Tier 2 TACO evaltiation, following the final 35 HI. 
Adm. Code 742 rules and regulations, dated June 6,1997, for those constituents 
detected in the groimdwater (anywhere within the facility) above the Tier 1 (Class 11) 
clean-up objectives in conjunction with the proposed risk assessment. The facility 
should note that any TACO evaluation conducted for the impacted groundwater must 
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utilize site-specific parameters (e.g., hydraulic conductivity, groundwater gradient, 
total soil porosity, etc.) to determine the risk-based clean-up objectives. 

However, if the concentrations of chemical constituents remain in the groundwater 
above the Class 11 standard, the facility must review the ongoing adequacy of controls 
and continued management at the site. Currently, the Class 11 Groundwater Quality 
Standards, as they appear in 35 111. Adm. Code Part 620.420 are the facility's 
groundwater CUOs until alternative standards are approved pursuant to 35 111. Adm. 
Code Part 620.450 (a)(4)(B) using the TACO procedures. Approval of altemative 
standards will require the establishment and maintenance of a Groimdwater 
Management Zone (GMZ) under 35 111. Adm. Code 620.250 imtil the applicable 
standards are achieved or an adjusted standard is granted by the Illinois Pollution 
Control Board (PCB). Pursuant to 35 111. Adm. Code 620.250 (c), a GMZ will not 
expire xmtil the Illinois EPA receives documentation confirming the attainment of the 
applicable (e.g.. Class E) standards. With that, the on-going contaminant management 
must be revisited and reviewed no less often than once every five (5) years. Therefore, 
it is possible that the facility may have to conduct continued, long term groundwater 
monitoring, albeit at a reduced frequency. 

b. The facility shall provide an explanation for the widely varying groundwater sampling 
and analysis results in monitoring well MW-7 and its duplicate sample. According to 
Table 2, of the July 15,1997 RFA Progress Report and April 1997 Groundwater 
Monitoring Results, "the detection levels of benzene and toluene have greatly 
fluctuated over the three (3) sampling and analysis events conducted to date." 
Additionally, the facility shall provide an explanation as to the sample collection 
methods, as it appears that the VOC and SVOC samples may have been collected in 
liter glass and plastic bottles. The Illinois EPA generally recommends that VOC 
samples be collected and containerized in 40 milliliter clear glass vials, filled to zero 
head-space. 

c. Illinois EPA acknowledges the comments in Safety Kleen's July 27,1998 letter 
regarding groimdwater issues in a draft Phase Mil Report approval letter provided to 
the company. However, these comments are neither approved or disapproved as they 
should be incorporated into and addressed in the TACO analysis required above. 

6. The results of the investigations required by Conditions 3 and 4 should be presented in the 
form of a report to Illinois EPA by December 15,1998. The report should be developed in 
accordance with Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Groundwater Investigation 
Reports and should include recommended next steps (including TACO analysis, if 
appropriate) to address any soil contamination in the vicinity of these three areas of concern. 
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This supplemental RFI report should also contain the Tier 2 TACO analysis of the 
groundwater as specified in Condition 5 above. 

7. In accordance with Condition 3 of the August 17,1995 Illinois EPA letter, corrective action 
activities at the Barker Chemical No. 2 property located north of 138th Street are being 
carried out separately from corrective action activities at the remainder of the facility. As 
such, the document entitled RCRA Facility Investigation Phase 11 Extent of Release Report 
for SafetVrKleen Strip of Propertv Barker Chemical No. 2 received by the Illinois EPA 
September 16,1996 (Log No. B-120-CA-3) is currently under review and will be responded 
to at a later date. 

8. Illinois EPA will be responding to two documents concerning the Former Rexnord 
Properties at a later date. These documents are as follows: (1) July 15,1997 Rexnord RFA 
Programs Report and April 1997 Groimdwater Monitoring Results, Safety-Kleen 
Corporation Recycle Center; and (2) December 24,1997 Site History and Waste 
Management Assessment Report, Former Rexnord Properties, Safety-Kleen Corporation 
Recycle Center. 

A waste management assessment of the Agri-Chain Property located within this facility is 
also required in accordance with the March 9,1994 Illinois EPA letter. Since this property 
is currently in operation, it will be acceptable to perform the waste management assessment 
after Agri-Chain ceases operation. As such, Safety-Kleen must send notification to the 
Illinois EPA once Agri-Chain ceases operation. This notification should include a time 
schedule and expected date for completing the waste management assessment (carried put in 
accordance with Illinois EPA's March 9,1994 letter) for the Agri-Chain property. 

9. Illinois EPA is currently evaluating the information available on the high pH present in the 
groundwater under a parking lot at the Safety-Kleen distribution Center and Service Centers 
in Doltdn, Illinois. It is understood that these facilities are adjacent to the Safety-Kleen 
Dolton Recycling center. This information was discussed during a meeting between 
representatives of Safety-Kleen and Illinois EPA on March 31,1998, is present in a letter 
dated April 21,1998 with attachments from Safety-Kleen to Metropolitan Water 
Reclamation District of Greater Chicago (Illinois EPA was carbon copied on this letter), and 
is present in a letter dated June 22,1998. The available information will be responded to via 
a separate letter at a later date. 
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Should you have any questions regarding the groundwater aspects of this letter, please contact 
Vickie Broomhead at 217/524-3285; questions regarding any other aspects of this project shoiild 
be directed to Michael A. Heaton at 217/524-3312. 

Sincerely, 

Edwin C. Bakowski, P.E. 
Manager, Permit Section 
Bureau of Land 

\kA— 
\:TF^s\ ECB:l^pjas^81351S 

Attachment: Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Groundwater investigation Reports 
Certification Statement, Supplemental RFI Report 
Laboratory Certification Statement, Supplemental RFI Report 

cc: LFSEPA, Region V — Hak Cho 
Charlie DeWolf ~ TriHydro (Laramie, WY) 



RECOMMENDED CONTENTS OF RCRA SOIL AND/OR 
GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION REPORTS 

This document has been developed to describe the type of information which should be provided 
when reporting the results of soil and groundwater investigations at waste management units 
(WMUs) at RCRA facilities. 

1. The portion of the final report documenting the results of the required soil sampling/analysis 
effort should contain the following: 

a. A discussion of: (1) the reason for the sampling/analysis effort conducted at each 
WMU and (2) the goals of the sampling analysis effort conducted at each WMU; 

b. A scaled drawing showing the horizontal and vertical location where all soil samples 
were collected at each WMU; 

c. Justification for the selected sample locations; 

d. A description of the procedures used for: 

(1) Sample collection; 

(2) Sample preservation; 

(3) Chain of custody; and 

(4) Decontamination of sampling equipment; 

e. Visual classification of each soil sample collected for analysis; 

f. A discussion of the results of any field screening efforts; 

g. Logs of all soil borings made during the investigation; 

h. A description of the soil types encountered during the investigation, including scaled 
cross-sections; 

i. A description of the procedures used to analyze the soil samples, including: 

(1) The analytical procedure used, including the procedures, if any, used to prepare 
the sample for analysis; 

(2) Any dilutions made to the original sample; 
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(3) Any interferences encountered during the analysis of each sample; and 

(4) The practical quantitation limit (PQL) achieved, including justification for 
reporting PQLs which are above SW-846 levels. 

j. A description of all quality control/quality assurance analyses conducted, including the 
analysis of lab blanks, trip blanks and field blanks; 

k. A description of all quality assurance/quality control efforts made overall; 

1. A tabular summary of all analytical data, including QA/QC results; 

m. Copies of the final laboratory sheets which report the results of the analyses, including 
final sheets reporting QA/QC data; 

n. Colored photographs documenting the sampling effort; and 

o. A discussion of the collected data. This discussion should (1) identify those sample 
locations where contaminants were detected and the concentrations of the contaminants 
and (2) evaluate the data collected. This discussion should focus on the data collected 
during the recent investigation and on data previously collected. 

2. The portion of the final report documenting the results of the required subsurface and 
groundwater investigation should contain, at a minimum, the following information for each 
WMU: 

a. Logs of the borings made during the required subsurface investigation and/or for 
monitoring well installation; 

b. A description of the procedures used in carrying out the subsurface investigation 
(including the boring procedures) and in any installation of the monitoring wells; 

c. Results of all tests conducted in-situ or in the laboratory and a discussion of the 
procedures used in carrying out the tests; 

d. Completed EPA Well Completion Reports; 

e. Scaled drawings showing the location where all borings were made and where all 
monitoring wells were installed; 
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f. Well development procedures; 

g. A discussion of the geology and hydrogeology of the areas being investigated, 
including: 

(1) A detailed description of the geology; 

(2) Physical characteristics of each geologic strata encountered; 

(3) Identification of water bearing units encountered; 

(4) Depth to the water table; 

(5) The horizontal and vertical components of groundwater flow in the water bearing 
units; 

(6) The hydraulic conductivity of the Water bearing units. 

h. A minimum of two cross-sections depicting the subsurface geology and hydrogeology. 
These cross-sections should be as close to perpendicular to each other as possible, so 
that a three-dimensional presentation of this information can be depicted; 

i. Information regarding the groundwater sampling/analysis effort as identified in Items 
1 .a, 1 .d, 1 .f, 1 .h, thru 1.1 and 1 .n above; 

j. Water level measurements made prior to the collection of the groundwater samples; 
and 

k. Maps and supporting data identifying the piezometric surface of the groundwater 
beneath the facility and the direction of groundwater flow. 

TFF:bjh\961871S.WPD 



Certification Statement 
Supplemental RFI Report 

Safety-Kleen 
Dolton, Illinois 

LogNo.B-120-CA-4 

The supplemental activities at the facility described in this report have been completed in 
accord^ce with the specifications in Illinois EPA's approval letter designated Log No. B-120-
CA-4. I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under 
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified 
personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the 
person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, 
and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false iiiformation, 
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations. 

U.S. EPA ID Number Facility Name 

Signature of Owner/Operator Date Name and Title 

Signature of Licensed P.E. or L.P.G. Date Name of Licensed P.E. or L.P.G. and 
Illinois Registration Number 

Mailing Address of P.E. or L.P.G.: Licensed P.E.'s or L.P.G.'s Seal: 

ECB:MAH\mls\981351S 



Laboratory Certification Statement 
Supplemental RFI Report 

Safety-Kleen 
Dolton, Illinois 

Log No. B-120-CA-4 

Upon completion of the supplemental activities at the facility described as approved by this letter, 
this statement is to be completed by both a responsible officer of the owner or operator (as 
defmed in 35 LA.C 702.126) and (2) a responsible officer (as defined in 35 lAC 702.126) of the 
laboratory which conducted the chemical analyses required as part of Phase I of the RFI. The 
original of this statement shall accompany the original certification statement for the overall RFI 
Phase n/in CDF Well Evaltiation Report. 

The sample collection, handling, preservation, preparation and analysis conducted as part of the 
well evaluation activities at the facility described in this doctunent has been conducted in 
accordance with the specifications in the approved workplan. I certify under penalty of law that 
this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the 
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or 
those persons directly responsible for ga&ering the information, the information submitted is, to 
the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are 
significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and 
imprisonment for knowing violations. 

U.S. EPA ID Number Facility Name 

Signature of Owner/Operator Date Name and Title of Owner/Operator 
Representative 

Name of Laboratory Signature of Laboratory Date 
Responsible Officer 

Mailing Address of Laboratory: 

Name and Title of Laboratory Responsible 
Officer 

MAH\mls\981351S 
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VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED # 

November 27, 1996 

Edwin C. Bakowski, PE 
Manger, Permit Section 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Land Pollution Control 
2200 Churchill Road 
P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

Re; RCRA Facility Investigation Phase ll/lll Report, Safety-Kleen Corp. Recycle Center, Dolton, 
Illinois (ILD e84©88389t-

Dear Mr. Bakowski: 

Transmitted with this letter are three copies of the document entitled "RCRA Facility Investigation, Phase 
II Extent of Release Assessment and Phase III Ground-Water Release Assessment Report, Safety-
Kleen Corp. (S-K) Recycle Center, Dolton, Illinois (ILD 980613913)." The report contains the results of 
the Phase ll/lll RFI conducted at the S-K facility (633 E. 138th Street). 

The investigation was conducted in accordance with the Phase ll/lll RFI Workplan, dated October 13, 
1995 and in accordance with the February 21, 1996 lEPA workplan approval letter. This report pertains 
to the Phase ll/lll Investigation for the Dolton Recycle Center proper (633 138th Street). S-K conducted 
a separate Phase II RFI on the strip of property owned by S-K and located north of 138th Street III 
Investigation; the Phase II RFI Report for the strip of property was submitted to lEPA on September 14, 
1996. 

Per the February 21, 1996 lEPA letter, S-K will conduct a confirmation ground-water sampling event, 
tentatively scheduled for the week of December 9, 1996. The results of the December 1996 monitoring 
will be presented in an addendum to the RFI report to be submitted on or before February 1, 1997. Upon 
submittal of the RFI report addendum, the Phase ll/lll RFI field activities and data collection will be 
considered complete. S-K intends to submit the certifications requested in Condition 9 of the lEPA letter 
at that time. 

If you have any questions concerning this report, please contact me at (847) 468-2216. 

Sincerely, 
SAFETY-KLEEN CORP. 

-iv^Anne Lunt U 

X 

Anne Lunt 
Senior Project Manager - Remediation 

• ^ .T*" : •. 

DEC - 3 1996 
:E.-

PERMIT SEOTiON 

032-008 

Enclosure(s) 

cc: Mike Heaton (IEPA) 
Keith Marcott (S-K, Elgin) 
John Valerius (S-K, Dolton) 
Ed DeSocio (S-K, Dolton) 
TriHydro Corporation 

1000 NORTH RANDALL ROAD ELGIN, ILUNOIS 60123-7857 PHONE 847/697-8460 FAX 847/468-8500 

HAPROJECTS^S-K^DOLTON^LETTERS.96^BAKOWO^^,^^P RECYCLED PAPER 



state of Illinois 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

ary A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road> Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

217/524-3300 

February 23, 1996 

Safety-Kleen Corporation 
Attn: Ms. Anne Lunt, Remediation 
1000 North Randall Road 
Elgin, Illinois 60123 

Re: 0310690006 ~ Cook County 
Safety-Kleen Envirosystems (Dolton) 
ILD980613913 
Date Received: December 7,1995 
Log No. B-120-CA-2 
RCRA - Permit 

Dear Ms. Lunt: 

This letter is in response to a document entitled "RCRA Facility Investigation Phase II Extent of 
Release Assessment, Barker Chemical No. 2 Area", dated November 13, 1995. This document 
was submitted in accordance vvith Condition 3 of the Agency's August 17, 1995 RFI Phase I 
Report approval letter regarding RCRA corrective action activities at the above-referenced 
facility. As stated in Condition 3 of the Agency's August 17, 1995 letter, it is understood that the 
subject document is concemed solely with the Barker Chemical No. 2 Area and that RFI 
activities for the remainder of the Dolton facility are being conducted under a separate report (a 
workplan for Phase 11 activities for the remainder of the facility was received on October 16, 
1995). 

This Phase II Workplan for the Barker Chemical No. 2 Area ("BC2") is hereby approved subject 
to the following conditions and modifications: 

1. The proposed soil sampling locations as shown on Figure 3-1 of the subject submittal are 
acceptable to the Agency, with minor additions. Two additional 'lateral extent' sampling 
locations should be added, one midway between proposed location 2 and proposed location 
6, and the second midway between proposed location 6 and proposed location 10. The 
intent behind these additional locations is demonstrate that any contamination present has 
not extended to the neighboring property, or, if it has, the approximate levels of 
contamination to be expected on the neighboring property. 

Printed on Recycled Pnper 
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2. Each soil sampling location, other than the PCB confirmation locations, should be drilled to 
a minimum depth of (a) groundwater, or (b) native soil. Even if soil samples are not 
collected, this information will be useful in characterizing the geology and hydrogeology of 
the site. 

3. During the clearing of the vegetation, care should be taken to minimize the tracking of soil 
from the subject property. That is, if PCBs are not of concem, prior to the backhoe or 
fi-ontend loader leaving the subject property, any soil on its tracks should be knocked off and 
should remain at the subject property. 

Additionally, while clearing the vegetation, the rings on a select number of trees may be 
counted in an effort to determine the possible latest date of activity. 

4. Following the completion of the clearing of vegetation and the geophysical surveys, an 
inventory of drums should be conducted with the goal of removing the drums, and their 
contents, from the subject property. 

5. A report documenting the results of the efforts approved by this letter should be submitted to 
the Agency by September 1, 1996. If Safety-Kleen finds that additional time is needed to 
complete the Phase 11 Report a time extension may be granted by the Agency. This report 
should contain (a) a summary of the Phase II data, including conclusions concerning extent 
of impacts defined during the Phase II investigation and (b) a quality assurance evaluation 
of the data generated by the Phase IIRFI. Information in the report regarding soil 
sampling/analysis efforts should be developed in general accordance with the attached 
document entitled "Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Groundwater 
Investigation Reports". 

6. An independent professional engineer licensed to practice in the State of Illinois, or his 
designee, must oversee all activities approved by this letter. 

7. The certification requirements set forth in 35 111. Adm. Code 702.126 must be met when 
submitting the report required by Condition 5 above. This certification must indicate that 
the investigation was carried out in accordance with the approved workplan, including any 
modifications/conditions contained in the Agency's letter approving the workplan. The 
certification statement which must be signed to meet this requirement is attached (entitled 
Certification Statement, RCRA Facility Investigation, Safety-Kleen, Dolton, Illinois, Log 
No. B-120-CA-2). 

The certification statement identified above must be signed by a responsible officer of the 
owner or operator, as defined in 35 111. Adm. Code 702.126(a). In addition, the independent 
licensed professional engineer overseeing the proposed activities, as identified in Condition 
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6 above, must also sign and seal the certification statement mentioned above. By signing 
this certification statement, both the owner/operator and the licensed professional engineer 
overseeing the proposed activities certify that the activities were carried out in accordance 
with Agency approved procedures. 

Finally, a second certification statement must be signed by a responsible officer of the 
laboratory which conducted any required chemical analyses associated with this 
investigation. This certification must indicate that all applicable sample collection, 
preservation, handling, preparation and analytical procedures for which the laboratory was 
responsible were carried out in accordance with the approved workplan, including any 
conditions/modifications imposed in the Agency's letter approving the workplan. This 
second certification must also be signed by a responsible officer of Safety-Kleen. The 
certification statement which must be signed to meet this requirement is attached (entitled 
Laboratory Certification Statement, RCRA Facility Investigation, Safety-Kleen, Dolton, 
Illinois, Log No. B-120-CA-2). 

7. If the Agency determines that implementation of this RFI Workplan fails to satisfy the 
requirements of Section IV of the RCRA Part B Permit (Log No. B-120), the Agency 
reserves the right to require that additional work be completed to satisfy these requirements. 
Revisions of RFI Workplans are subject to the appeal provisions of Section 40 of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act. 

8. All soil samples shall be analyzed individually (i.e., no compositing). Analytical procedures 
shall be conducted in accordance with Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Wastes. Third 
Edition (SW-846). When a SW-846 (Third Edition) analytical method is specified, all the 
chemicals listed in the Quantitation Limits Table for that method shall be reported unless 
specifically exempted in writing by the Agency. Apparent visually contaminated material 
within a sampling interval shall be included in the sample portion of the interval to be 
analyzed. 

9. The following procedure must be utilized in the collection of all required soil samples: 

a. The procedures used to collect the soil samples must be sufficient so that all soil 
encountered is classified in accordance with ASTM Method D-2488. 

b. If a drill rig or similar piece of equipment is necessary to collect required soil samples, 
then: 

1. The procedures specified in ASTM Method D-1586 (Split Spoon Sampling) or 
D-1587 (Shelby Tube Sampling) must be used in collecting the samples. 
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2. Soil samples must be collected continuously at several locations to provide 
information regarding the shallow geology of the area where the investigation is 
being conducted; 

c. All soil samples which will be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) must 
be collected in accordance with Attachment 7 of the Agency's RCRA closure plan 
instructions; 

d. Soil samples not collected explicitly for VOC analysis should be field-screened for the 
presence of VOCs at all locations where VOCs are a concern; 

e. All other soil-samples must be collected in accordance with the procedures set forth in 
SW-846; and 

f. When visually discolored or contaminated material exists within an area to be sampled, 
horizontal placement of sampling locations shall be adjusted to include such visually 
discolored and/or contaminated areas. Sample size per interval shall be minimized to 
prevent dilution of any contamination. 

10. Quality assurance/quality control procedures which meet the requirements of SW-846 must 
be implemented during all required sampling/analysis efforts. In addition, sample 
collection, handling, preservation, preparation and analysis must be conducted in accordance 
with the procedures set forth in SW-846 and the requirements set forth in this letter. 

11. If Safety-Kleen Corporation conducts a Phase II investigation which differs from the 
described above, then it must provide adequate justification in the report required by 
Condition 5 above for the variances. 

12. The Health and Safety Plan contained in the subject workplan is neither approved nor 
disapproved. Under the provisions of 29 CFR 1910 (51 FR 15,654, December 19, 1986), 
cleanup operations must meet the applicable requirements of OSHA's Hazardous Waste 
Operations and Emergency Response standard. These requirements include hazard 
communication, medical surveillance, health and safety programs, air monitoring, 
decontamination and training. General site workers engaged in activities that expose or 
potentially expose them to hazardous substances must receive a minimum of 40 hours of 
safety and health training off site plus a minimum of three days of actual field experience 
under the direct supervision of a trained experienced supervisor. Managers and supervisors 
at the cleanup site must have at least an additional eight hours of specialized training on 
managing hazardous waste operations. 

\ 
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13. Reports must be prepared and submitted to the Agency which describe the activities 
completed each quarter of the calendar year while the investigation is being carried out. The 
quarterly reports shall contain at a minimum: 

a. An estimate of the percentage of the investigation completed; 

b. Summary of activities completed during the reporting period; 

c. Summaries of all actual or proposed changes to the Workplan or its implementation; 

d. Summaries of all actual or potential problems encountered during the reporting period; 

e. Proposal for correcting any problems; 

f. Projected work for the next reporting period; and 

14. The report required by Condition 5 above should contain a general evaluation of the need 
for corrective measures at the various areas investigated. Guidance regarding the 
procedures which should be followed in making this determination is contained in the 
attached guidance document entitled Tiered Approach to Cleanup Objectives. It must be 
noted that any final Agency action on the development of cleanup objectives will be subject 
to the appeal provisions of Section 39(a) and 40(a) of the Illinois Environmental Protection 
Act. 

15. The first quarterly report for the months of January-March, 1996 should be submitted to the 
Agency by April 30, 1996. Reports for future quarters of the calendar year should be 
submitted in a similar fashion (i.e., at the end of the month which follows the quarter for 
which the report is due). 
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Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Michael A. Heaton at 
217/524-3312. 

Sincerely, 

Edwin C. Bakowski, P.E. 
Manager, Permit Section 
Bureau of Land 

ECB:MAH:bjh\963644S.WPD 

Attachment: Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Grovmdwater Investigation Reports 
Certification Statement 
Laboratory Certification Statemtn 
Tiered Approach to Cleanup Objectives 

cc: USEPA Region V ~ Hak Cho 
Jack G. Bedessem, P.E. ~ TriHydro Corporation (Laramie, WY) 



State of niinois [jS^^ 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

riy A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

217/524-3300 

February 21, 1996 

Safety-Kleen Corporation 
Attn: Ms. Anne Lunt, Remediation 
1000 North Randall Road 
Elgin, Illinois 60123 

Re; 0310690006 ~ Cook County 
Safety-Kleen Envirosystems (Dolton) 
ILD980613913 U 2. l 
Date Received: October 16, 1995 
Log No. B-120-CA-1 
RCRA - Permit 

Dear Ms. Lunt: 

This letter is in response to a document which you submitted entitled "RCRA Facility 
Investigation Phase 11 Extent of Release Assessment and Phase 111 Groundwater Release 
Assessment Workplan", dated October 13, 1995. This document was submitted in accordance 
with Condition 5 of the Agency's August 17, 1995 RFl Phase I Report approval letter regarding 
RCRA corrective action activities being carried out in accordance with the final RCRA permit 
issued for operation of the above referenced facility. As stated in Condition 3 of the Agency's 
August 17, 1995 letter, it is understood that the subject document does not contain information 
related to the Barker Chemical No. 2 Area and that RFl activities for the Barker Chemical No. 2 
Area are being conducted under a separate report (a workplan for Phase II activities for the 
Barker Chemical No. 2 Area was received by the Agency on December 7, 1995). 

This Phase 11 Extent of Release Assessment and the Phase 111 Groundwater Release Assessment 
Workplan is hereby approved subject to the following conditions and modifications: 

1. The proposed soil sampling locations as shown on Figure 4-1 of the subject submittal are 
acceptable to the Agency, with one minor addition. One additional 'lateral extent' sampling 
location should be added approximately forty feet west of previous soil sampling location 
EF-1 in the East Field Investigation Area. The purpose of this additional soil sample is to 
determine if the constituents detected in the shallow interval at EF-1 has migrated westward. 

2. Each soil sample should be analyzed for those parameters listed in Table 4-2 of the subject 
submittal using the appropriate test methods. Soil samples that are collected in the vicinity 
of the East Field Investigation Areas should also be analyzed for polychlorinated biphenols 
(PCBs). 

PrinUd on Recycled Paper 
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3. Section 4 of the subject submittal describes the procedures for abandoning boreholes drilled 
during the investigation. Safety-Kleen must meet the abandonment and reporting 
requirements listed in 77 lAC Part 920 for the Illinois Department of Public Health. 

4. The proposed use of 15' screens in the design of new monitoring wells due to the low 
permeability of the silty clay subsurface is unacceptable to the Agency. The screen lengths 
must not exceed 10'. 

5. The proposed use of PVC casing material for the construction of the new monitoring wells 
may be unsatisfactory due to the nature of contamination detected and expected in the soil 
and groundwater. Therefore, where high concentrations of volatile and/or semi-volatile 
organic compounds are expected or detected in the groundwater, stainless steel or an equally 
inert material shall be used. 

6. Boreholes shall be logged by a qualified geologist, using Agency-acceptable boring log 
forms (attached). Monitoring well construction details shall be recorded on Agency-
acceptable forms (attached) and submitted to the Agency in the report required by Condition 
7 below. Additionally, Safety-Kleen must meet the well construction and reporting 
requirements listed in 77 lAC Part 920 for the Illinois Department of Public Health. 

7. A report documenting the results of the efforts approved by this letter should be submitted to 
the Agency by December 1, 1996. If Safety-Kleen finds that additional time is needed to 
complete the Phase 11 Report a time extension may be granted by the Agency. This report 
should contain (a) a summary of the Phase 11 data, including conclusions concerning extent 
of impacts defined during the Phase II investigation and (b) a quality assurance evaluation 
of the data generated by the Phase II RFI. It is understood that the above referenced 
December 1,1996 date will allow for one sampling event of groundwater monitoring data to 
be included in the subject report. The sampling data from the second groundwater sampling 
event should be submitted as an addendum to the report. This addendum should be 
submitted to the Agency by February 1, 1997 and should contain sampling event results as 
well as any conclusions reached from this data. Information in the report regarding soil 
sampling/analysis efforts should be developed in general accordance with the attached 
document entitled "Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Groundwater 
Investigation Reports" and the procedures set forth in the subject submittal. 

8. An independent professional engineer licensed to practice in the State of Illinois, or his 
designee, must oversee all activities approved by this letter. 

9. The certification requirements set forth in 35 111. Adm. Code 702.126 must be met when 
submitting the report required by Condition 7 above. This certification must indicate that 
the combined Phase ll/Phase III investigation was carried out in accordance with the 
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approved workplan, including any modifications/conditions contained in the Agency's letter 
approving the workplan. The certification statement which must be signed to meet this 
requirement is attached (entitled Certification Statement, Combined Phase II/III of the 

, RCRA Facility Investigation, Safety-Kleen, Dolton, Illinois, Log No. B-120-CA-1). 

The certification statement identified above must be signed by a responsible officer of the 
owner or operator, as defined in 35 111. Adm. Code 702.126(a). In addition, the independent 
licensed professional engineer overseeing the proposed activities, as identified in Condition 
8 above, must also sign and seal the certification statement mentioned above. By signing 
this certification statement, both the owner/operator and the licensed professional engineer 
overseeing the proposed activities certify that the activities were carried out in accordance 
with Agency approved procedures. 

Finally, a second certification statement must be signed by a responsible officer of the 
laboratory which conducted any required chemical analyses associated with this combined 
Phase II/UIRFI. This certification must indicate that all applicable sample collection, 
preservation, handling, preparation and analytical procedures for which the laboratory was 
responsible were carried out in accordance with the approved workplan, including any 
conditions/modifications imposed in the Agency's letter approving the workplan. This 
second certification must also be signed by a responsible officer of Safety-Kleen. The 
certification statement which must be signed to meet this requirement is attached (entitled 
Laboratory Certification Statement, Combined Phase II/III of the RCRA Facility 
Investigation, Safety-Kleen, Dolton, Illinois, Log No. B-120-CA-1). 

10. If the Agency determines that implementation of this RFI Workplein fails to satisfy the 
requirements of Section IV of the RCRA Part B Permit (Log No. B-120), the Agency 
reserves the right to require that additional work be completed to satisfy these requirements. 
Revisions of RFI Workplans are subject to the appeal provisions of Section 40 of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act. 

11. All soil samples shall be analyzed individually (i.e., no compositing). Analytical procedures 
shall be conducted in accordance with Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Wastes. Third 
Edition (SW-846). When a SW-846 (Third Edition) analytical method is specified, all the 
chemicals listed in the Quantitation Limits Table for that method shall be reported unless 
specifically exempted in writing by the Agency. Apparent visually contaminated material 
within a sampling interval shall be included in the sample portion of the interval to be 
analyzed. 

12. The following procedure must be utilized in the collection of all required soil samples: 

a. The procedures used to collect the soil samples must be sufficient so that all soil 
encountered is classified in accordance with ASTM Method D-2488. 
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b. If a drill rig or similar piece of equipment is necessary to collect required soil samples, 
then; 

1. The procedures specified in ASTM Method D-1586 (Split Spoon Sampling) or 
D-1587 (Shelby Tube Sampling) must be used in collecting the samples. 

2. Soil samples must be collected continuously at several locations to provide 
information regarding the shallow geology of the area where the investigation is 
being conducted; 

c. All soil samples which will be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) must 
be collected in accordance with Attachment 7 of the Agency's RCRA closure plan 
instructions; 

d. Soil samples not collected explicitly for VOC analysis should be field-screened for the 
presence of VOCs at all locations where VOCs are a concern; 

e. All other soil samples must be collected in accordance with the procedures set forth in 
SW-846; and 

f. When visually discolored or contaminated material exists within an area to be sampled, 
horizontal placement of sampling locations shall be adjusted to include such visually 
discolored and/or contaminated areas. Sample size per interval shall be minimized to 
prevent dilution of any contamination. 

13. Quality assurance/quality control procedures which meet the requirements of SW-846 must 
be implemented during all required sampling/analysis efforts. In addition, sample 
collection, handling, preservation, preparation and analysis must be conducted in accordance 
with the procedures set forth in SW-846 and the requirements set forth in this letter. 

14. If Safety-Kleen Corporation conducts a Phase 11 investigation which differs from the 
described above, then it must provide adequate justification in the report required by 
Condition 7 above for the variances. 

15. The Health and Safety Plan contained in the subject workplan is neither approved rior 
disapproved. Under the provisions of 29 CFR 1910 (51 FR 15,654, December 19,1986), 
cleanup operations must nieet the applicable requirements of OSHA's Hazardous Waste 
Operations and Emergency Response standard. These requirements include hazard 
communication, medical surveillance, health and safety programs, air monitoring, 
decontamination and training. General site workers engaged in activities that expose or 
potentially expose them to hazardous substances must receive a minimum of 40 hours of 
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safety and health training off site plus a minimum of three days of actual field experience 
under the direct supervision of a trained experienced supervisor. Managers and supervisors 
at the cleanup site must have at least an additional eight hours of specialized training on 
managing hazardous waste operations. 

16. Reports must be prepared and submitted to the Agency which describe the activities 
completed each quarter of the calendar year while the Phase II/III investigation is beiiig 
carried out. The quarterly reports shall contain at a minimum: 

a. An estimate of the percentage of the investigation completed; 

b. Summary of activities completed during the reporting period; 

c. Summaries of all actual or proposed changes to the Workplan or its implementation; 

d. Summaries of all actual or potential problems encountered during the reporting period; 

e. Proposal for correcting any problems; 

f. Projected work for the next reporting period; and 

17. The report required by Condition 7 above should contain a general evaluation of the need 
for corrective measures at the various areas investigated. Guidance regarding the 
procedures which should be followed in making this determination is contained in the 
attached guidance document entitled Tiered Approach to Cleanup Objectives. It must be 
noted that any final Agency action on the development of cleanup objectives will be subject 
to the appeal provisions of Section 39(a) and 40(a) of the Illinois Environmental Protection 
Act. 

18. The first quarterly report for the months of January-March, 1996 should be submitted to the 
Agency by April 30, 1996. Reports for future quarters of the calendar year should be 
submitted in a similar fashion (i.e., at the end of the month which follows the quarter for 
which the report is due). 
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Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Michael A. Heaton at 
217/524-3312. 

Sincerely, 

Edwin C. Bakowski, P.E. 
Manager, Permit Section 
Bureau of Land 

ECB:MAH:bjh\963632S.WPD 

Attachments: Recommended Contents of RCRA Soil and/or Groundwater Investigation Reports 
Agency Groundwater Boring Logs 
Monitoring Well Construction Form 
Certification Statement 
Laboratory Certification Statement 
Tiered Approach to Cleanup Objectives 

cc: USEPA Region V ~ Hak Cho ^ 
Jack G. Bedessem, P.E. - TriHydro Corporation (w/o att) 
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TriHydro Corporation 

920 Sheridan Street (307) 745-7474 
Laramie. Wyoming 82070 FAX: (307) 745-7729 

T?ECE iLr 

DEC 0 7 1995 
IEPA-BOL, 

PERMIT SECTION 

TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

RECEIVED 
DEC 0 1995 

IEPA-BOU 
PPRMIT SECTION. 

To: Ms. Nancy Gutmann-Kelly Date: 12-04-95 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Job No: 32-07 

2200 Churchill Road Pro|ect 

Springfield, IL 62706 

Pro|ect 

We are enclosing: 

Copies 

2 RCRA Facility Investigation Phase II Extent of Release Assessment, Barker 
Chemical No. 2 Area, Safety-Kleen Recycle Center, Dolton, Illinois dated 
November 14, 1995. 

Remarks: 

As requested by Mike Heaton of lEPA, enclosed are 2 additional copies of the Dolton 
RFI. If you have any questions, please contact me at (307) 745-7474. 

Thanks. 

Charlie DeWolf 

If enclosures are not as noted, please notify us at (307) 745-7474 



A 
state ofniinois ^ 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

^ laiy A. Gade/ Director 2200 Churchill Roact Springfield, IL 62794-9276 
217/524-3300 

August 17, 1995 

Safety-Kleen Corporation 
Attn: Mr. Gary Long, Manager-Remediation 
1000 North Randall Road 
Elgin, Illinois 60123 

Re: 0310690006 -- Cook County 
Safety-Kleen Envirosystems (Dolton) 
ILD980613913 
Date Received:,March 3, 1995 
Log No. B-120-CA-1 
RCRA - Permit 

Dear Mr. Long: 

This letter is in response to the Phase I RCRA Facility 
Investigation ("RFI") Report for the above-referenced facility 
which you submitted February 27, 1995. This report was prepared on 
your behalf by TriHydro Corporation and was submitted in accordance 
with Condition 2 of this Agency's August 30, 1994 RFI Phase I 
Workplan approval letter and the final RCRA permit issued to the 
above-referenced facility. The subject Phase I RFI report is 
hereby approved subject to the following conditions and 
modifications: 

1. Based upon a review of the subject submittal, a Phase II 
investigation should be conducted at the following areas. The 
"Areas" listed below have been created in order to group 
together SWMUs which are in close physical proximity to each 
other. Any references to SWMUs in this letter is intended to 
refer to these Areas. Phase II of the RCRA corrective action 
process should concentrate on the Areas as-a, whole'and not on 
individual units: 

a. Southern Area: This area includes former Tank Farm D, the ' 
Former Southeast Tank Farm, Truck Station Nos. 3 and 10,-. and 
the former UST. 

b. Central Area: This area includes Truck Station Nos. 4 and 9, ̂  
and Tankfarm Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

c. Northwestern Area: This area includes the North Warehouse Pad 
and Truck Station Nos. 5 and 6. 

d. East Field: This area includes the East Field and Tank Farm 
No. 2. 

e. Barker Chemical Property 

f. Rexnord/Precision Aire Property 

g. Agri-Chain Area 

Priated oa KecycM Paper 
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It is understood that reports as summarized in the 
Agency's March 9, 1994 letter for the Former Rexnord/Precision 
Aire Property and the Agri-Chain area SWMUs present at the 
subject facility will be submitted to the Agency for review and 
approval by no later than December 31, 1997. 

3. Due to the unique nature of the Barker Chemical Property area 
relative to the other SWMUs at this facility, further corrective 
action activities at this SWMU should be carried out separately 
from such activities at the other SWMUs of concern at this 
facility. Therefore, a separate workplan for this SWMU for 
further corrective action activities at this SWMU should be 
submitted to the Agency by November 15, 1995. This workplan 
should contain a general description of the corrective action 
activities which Safety-Kleen would propose to carry out at this 
SWMU. A thorough description of the initial investigation 
efforts and/or interim measures to be carried out must also be 
provided in this workplan. This workplan should be developed in 
general accordance with the final RCRA permit issued to the 
subject facility and lEPA/USEPA guidance regarding RCRA 
corrective action. 

4. While the Agency agrees with the last paragraph on Page 6-11 of 
the subject submittal which was concerned with the idea that the 
phenol and phthalates detected throughout the site are not 
related to any past or present releases, the Agency is still 
unable to explain their presence in numerous soil samples. The 
possibility of larger values at an even greater depth needs to 
be evaluated. Therefore, the Agency is requesting that three 
additional borings be conducted as part of the Phase II 
investigation at depths sufficient enough to demonstrate 
conclusively that the levels of phenols and phthalates are 
decreasing with depth. If this is demonstrated, then no further 
action will be required for the levels of phenols and phthalates 
currently found on site. 

5. The next step in the general RCRA corrective action process for 
the subject facility is the development of a Phase II RFI 
Workplan for further investigation at the Areas (SWMUs) 
identified in Condition l.a through l.d above. Phase II of the 
RFI should focus on determining the rate and extent of migration 
of hazardous waste or hazardous constituents and the 
concentration of the hazardous waste or hazardous constituents 
in the soil at each SWMU of concern. This Phase II Workplan 
should be submitted to the Agency by October 15, 1995 and should 
be developed in accordance with this letter, and Section IV and 
Attachment F of the September 29, 1993 final RCRA permit issued 
to the above-referenced facility (B-120). 

a. Safety-Kleen may propose to conduct certain Phase III 
activities (investigation for possible groundwater 
contamination) in conjunction with Phase II activities in 
order to avoid duplication of effort and to shorten the 
amount of time necessary for the corrective action process. 
Development of any portions of this Phase II workplan which 
deal with a groundwater investigation (Phase III 
investigation) should be carried out in accordance with 
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Attaohment F of the final RCRA permit issued to the subject 
facility. 

b. The Agency understands that certain activities to be proposed 
by Safety-Kleen as part of the Phase II investigation may 
include investigations near the SWMUs referenced in Condition 
2 above. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Michael A. Heaton at 217/524-3312. 

Sincerely, 

Edwin C. Bakowski, P.E. 
Manager, Permit Section 
Bureau of Land 

ECB:mah 

cc: USEPA Region V -- George Hamper 
Jack G. Bedessem, P.E. -- TriHydro Corporation (Laramie, WY) 



State of Illinois 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

ary A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

217/524-3300 P-' 

August 30, 1994 

Mr. Scott Davies 
Safety-Kleen Envirosystems R F n F i \/P r» 

^°?2I23-7857 WMo.ecfrciT'?. 

Re: 0310690006 -- Cook County ^394 
Safety-Kleen Envirosystems OOITC>IA 
ILD980613913 
Date Received: March 7, 1994 • 
Log No. B-120-CA-1 

Dear Mr. Davies: 

The RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Phase I Workplan for the 
above-referenced facility submitted by Safety-Kleen Envirosystems has been 
reviewed by this Agency. This workplan was submitted in accordance with 
Condition IV.B.2 of the RCRA Part B permit issued for the above-referenced 
facility (Log No. B-120) on September 29, 1993. The workplan is hereby 
approved subject to the following conditions and modifications: 

1. This RFI Phase I Workplan shall be carried out to investigate for possible 
releases from the following solid waste management units (SWMUs): 

SWMU NO. NAME 

1 Process Area 
2 West Tank Farm Area (including Tank Farms 

#3, 4, 5 and 6 and Process Areas) 
3 Former-Southeast Tank Farm Area 
4 East Field 
5 Truck Stations #3, 4, 5, 6, 9 & 10 
6 Driveway to Facility 
7 Newly Sited Areas: 

a. Former Barker Chemical Property 
b. Former Rexnord/Precision Aire Property 
c. Agri-chain Property 

As stated in Condition IV.A.1 of the RCRA Part B Permit issued for the 
Safety-Kleen/Dolton facility, the purpose of the required Phase I 
investigation is to demonstrate whether or not hazardous wastes or 
hazardous constituents have been released from the SWMUs identified 
above. Therefore, the review of this RFI Phase I Workplan was conducted 
with this goal in mind. 

Printad on Recycled Paper 
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2. RFI Phase I activities be completed by February 1. 1995. When Phase I is 
complete, the owner or operator must submit to the Agency certification 
both by a responsible officer of the owner or operator and by an 
independent registered professional engineer that the facility completed 
Phase I in accordance with the specifications in the approved RFI Phase I 
workplan. In addition, a certification statement meeting the requirements 
of 35 lAC 702.126 must be provided by a responsible officer of the 
laboratory which conducted the chemical analyses that the requirements of 
this letter were met during the chemical analyses of all samples. This 
certification must address the applicable sample collection, preservation, 
handling preparation and analytical requirements set forth in this 
letter. These certifications must be received at this Agency after 
completing Phase I, or by eight months for certification March 3. 1995. 
These dates may be extended if Safety-Kleen submits information to the 
Agency indicating that it is attempting to complete the required 
activities in a timely manner but needs additional time to complete the 
investigation. 

The attached certification forms must be used. Signatures must meet the 
requirements of 35 111. Adm. Code Section 702.126. The independent 
engineer should be present at all critical, major points (activities) 
during the RFI. These might include soil sampling, soil removal, 
backfilling, final cover placement, etc. The frequency of inspections by 
the independent engineer must be sufficient to determine the adequacy of 
each critical activity. 

The Illinois Professional Engineering Act (111. Rev. Stat., Ch. Ill, 
par. 5105 et. seq.) requires that any person who practices professional 
engineering in the State of Illinois or implies that he (she) is a 
professional engineer must be registered under the Illinois Professional 
Engineering Act (par. 5101, Section 1). Therefore, any certification or 
engineering services which are performed for a RFI workplan in the State 
of Illinois must be done by an Illinois P.E. 

Plans and specifications, designs, drawings, reports, and other documents 
rendered as professional engineering services, and revisions of the above 
must be sealed and signed by a professional engineer in accordance with 
par. 5119, Section 13.1 of the Illinois Professional Engineering Act. 

As part of the certification, to document the RFI Phase I activities at 
your facility, please submit a Phase I Report and Summary which includes, 
at a minimum: 

a. The information identified in Condition 29 below regarding the 
required soil sampling/analysis effort at each SWMU where such an 
investigation is necessary; 

b. Information which the workplan indicates will be in the report; 

c. A chronological summary of Phase I activities and the cost involved. 
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d. Color photo documentation of Phase I activities; 

e. A description of the qualifications of personnel performing and 
directing the RFI activities including contractor personnel; and 

f. A general discussion of the activities which should be carried out as 
part of Phase 2 of the RCRA Facility Investigation. 

The original and two (2) copies of all certifications, logs, or reports 
which are required to be submitted to the Agency by the facility should be 
mailed to the following address: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Land Pollution Control -- #33 
Permit Section 
2200 Churchill Road 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 

3. If the Agency determines that implementation of this RFI Workplan fails 
to satisfy the requirements of Section IV of the RCRA Part B Permit (Log 
No. B-120), the Agency reserves the right to require that additional work 
be completed to satisfy these requirements. Revisions of RFI Workplans 
are subject to the appeal provisions of Section 40 of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act. 

4. The Agency cannot accept the proposed recommendation of no further 
investigation of the Process Area located within the South Warehouse 
Building, based on the results of a previous integrity evaluation. It was 
noted that the primary objective of the integrity inspection conducted by 
the registered professional engineer was to assess the existing integrity 
of the pavement and secondary containment structures relative to 
preventing migration of releases to underlying and/or surrounding soils. 
As such, the certification does not provide an evaluation of the potential 
for any past migration through the pavement or secondary containment 
structures. 

Information regarding environmental investigations in the area of the 
Process Building indicate some contamination is likely present beneath 
and/or around the building. Samples collected from the borehole 
designated as 1979-2 indicated gasoline odors at the 2.5 and 5 foot depth 
interval (no mention of chemical odors were noted from the samples 
collected from the deeper intervals). Releases of hazardous 
wastes/hazardous constituents within the secondary containment system of 
the South Warehouse are documented. It is also stated within the subject 
submittal that minimal information regarding operations within the 
building is available for operations within the building prior to 1987. 
Therefore, it is possible that releases within the building occurred prior 
to 1987. 
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As such, the issue of whether the pavement and secondary containment 
system were adequate at that time is the issue; one which cannot be 
evaluated now. The integrity evaluation presented within the subject 
submittal did not demonstrate conclusively that the pavement and 
containment system of the Process Area have been impermeable over the 
entire operating life of the structure. Therefore, in order to determine 
whether the secondary containment system of the Process Area prevented 
migration of hazardous wastes/hazardous constituents, limited 
sampling/analysis should be conducted around the perimeter of the 
building. A minimum of four borings shall be performed around the 
perimeter of the Process Area building, with soil samples collected from 
the 6-12 and 18-24 inch depth interval. Boring locations shall be biased 
towards locations where released materials may be present, such as 
locations near deteriorated area of the containment system, low lying 
areas, and stained areas. All soil samples collected must be analyzed for 
volatile organics in accordance with the analytical method outlined in 
Condition 11. The results of this investigation must be included in the 
RPI Phase I report required by Condition 22 below. 

5. Should the proposed environmental investigations in the area of the West 
Tank Farm include coring through the secondary containment system then the 
corings must be properly sealed to ensure the requirements of 35 lAC 724, 
Subpart J are met. After the corings are sealed, an integrity evaluation, 
in accordance with the procedures outlined below, must be conducted after 
the proposed sampling/analysis activities have been completed for the West 
Tank Farm area. 

The integrity evaluation should be conducted as follows; 

An independent registered professional engineer shall inspect the 
integrity of the concrete surfaces. These surfaces shall be 
inspected for cracks which penetrate through the concrete/asphalt. 
In addition, all construction joints must be inspected to ensure that 
they are watertight. This inspection must be carried out in 
accordance with the standards and recommendations of 
professional/technical entities such as the American Concrete 
Institute, the Portland Cement Association, the American Society for 
Testing and Materials, the American Society of Civil Engineers, etc., 
which relate to the ability of the concrete/asphalt to contain 
liquids. The results of this inspection shall be submitted in the 
form of a report. The report must include (1) a discussion of the 
procedures used to conduct the inspection, including reference to the 
standards/recommended procedure used, (2) the results of the 
inspection, (3) scaled drawings showing the location of all cracks 
and construction joints observed during the investigation, (4) 
conclusions reached regarding any cracks or construction joints 
observed in the areas of concern, (5) justification for the 
conclusions reached (e.g., information must be provided which 
indicates that any construction joints in the areas are indeed 
watertight), and (6) photographs to support the conclusions reached. 
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Additionally, if environmental investigations include coring through the 
concrete/asphalt surfaces of the tank farm, Safety-Kleen should provide 
diking around the cored area until the surfaces have been adequately 
sealed. This diking is necessary to minimize the potential for any 
release of hazardous waste/hazardous constituents into the underlying 
soils while this investigation is being conducted. 

6. A review of Agency files indicates disposal activities may have taken 
place on the Barker Chemical site located north of the Safety-Kleen 
facility on 138th Street. A June 20, 1985 report by Ecology and 
Environment states that solvent contaminated still bottoms were dumped 
directly onto the ground, and numerous containers holding wastes were 
observed to be leaking during lEPA and USEPA inspection. Since it appears 
that waste disposal practices may have been conducted at this site, the 
proposed environmental investigations should be expanded in an effort to 
demonstrate that no contamination is present on the property now owned by 
Safety-Kleen. To demonstrate that no contamination exists, the Permittee 
shall conduct a soil gas survey of the soils in this area. The soil gas 
sample locations shall be based on a sampling grid with a sample interval 
of no greater than 40 feet. Soil samples shall be collected at locations 
where soil gas concentrations exceed background levels. Should the soil 
gas survey indicate no evident impact to the soils from suspected 
operations, a minimum of two soil samples shall be collected from the 
"disturbed area" at shallow intervals, and analyzed in accordance with 
Condition 11 below. Should the results of such investigations indicate no 
environmental impacts, then the Barker Chemical property will not be 
considered a SWMU of concern, and no additional RFI investigations will be 
required for this area. 

7. The proposed analytical parameter list proposed in the subject submittal 
appears adequate to detect most of the parameters which were managed at 
the facility. However, since little information is known regarding the 
types or volumes of wastes managed at the facility while under Barker 
Chemical operation, the possibility of parameters outside the list 
proposed in the submittal is possible. One of the Agency's concerns is 
the potential for mismanagement/releases of waste oils containing PCBs at 
the site. Therefore, soil samples collected from the borings designated 
as EF-1, W-2, W-6, D-1 and one boring from the Barker Chemical property 
for laboratory analysis must be analyzed for PCBs in accordance with 
SW-846 Method 8080. Should the Phase I investigation results indicate 
that PCBs are not constituents of concern at this facility, the 
requirement for analysis for these parameters will be dropped from the 
Phase II assessment. 

8. In the event that soil conditions do not allow complete recovery in 
accordance with Attachment 7, Safety-Kleen must conduct sampling in a 
manner to minimize volatilization of organic compounds. Such procedures 
should include minimization of disturbance of the sample (i.e., no mixing, 
no compositing, no aeration), minimal handling of the samples between 
collection and preservation, and adequate preservation of the samples 
(e.g., no headspace, storage of the samples on ice). 
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9. All Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) procedures must be conducted 
in accordance with those as outlined in SW-846, Chapters 1 and 2. The use 
to these standardized procedures for QA/QC will allow a standardized 
review of the analytical data. All preservation and handling, including 
chain of custody, of the samples shall be conducted in accordance with the 
appropriate procedures outlined in SW-846, Chapter 2, and any required 
procedures outlined in the specific sample analytical method. 

10. In accordance with an agreement between Safety-Kleen and Agency 
representatives, background sampling and analysis, if necessary, will be 
deferred until after submittal of the RFI Phase I report. 

11. Since the results of the photoionization unit analysis will be useful in 
determination of the extent of contamination within each of the boreholes, 
the Agency requires that Safety-Kleen provide the Agency with a report 
detailing the results of the photoionization unit analysis in tabular 
form. This report should include at a minimum: 1) documentation that the 
unit was operated in accordance with the manufacturer's specifications, 2) 
a description of the calibration procedures used as part of each 
investigation effort, 3) analysis procedures, and 4) a summary of the 
analytical results by depth and by borehole. This information should be 
presented in the RFI Phase I Report. 

12. All soil samples shall be analyzed individually (i.e., no compositing). 
Analytical procedures shall be conducted in accordance with Test Methods 
for Evaluating Solid Wastes. Third Edition (SW-846). When a SW-846 (Third 
Edition) analytical method for organic analytes is specified, all the 
organic chemicals listed in the Quantitation Limits Table for that method 
shall be reported unless specifically exempted in writing by the Agency. 
Apparent visually contaminated material within a sampling interval shall 
be included in the sample portion of the interval to be analyzed. To 
demonstrate a parameter is not present in a sample, analysis results must 
show a detection limit at least as low as the PQL for that parameter in 
the third edition of SW-846. For inorganic parameters, the detection 
limit achieved during the analysis of the TCLP extract must be at least 
as low as the RCRA Groundwater Detection Limits, as referenced in SW-846 
(Third Edition) Volume lA, pages TWO-29 and TWO-30, Table 2-15. Unless 
specified otherwise above, each soil sample collected for laboratory 
analysis must be analyzed for, at minimum; 

SW-846 Method 8240 for volatile organic compounds; 
SW-846 Method 8270 for semi-volatile compounds; 
SW-846 Method 8080 for PCBs; and ; 
SW-846 Methods 1311, 2060, 6010, 7470 and 7740 for metals (note that 
the analyses for metals must be conducted on the extract from the 
TCLP test) 

13. The following procedure must be utilized in the collection of all required 
soil samples: 
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a. The procedures used to collect the soil samples must be sufficient so 
that all soil encountered is classified in accordance with ASTM 
Method D-2488. 

b. If a drill rig or similar piece of equipment is necessary to collect 
required soil samples, then: 

1. The procedures specified in ASTM Method D-1586 (Split Spoon 
Sampling) or D-1587 (Shelby Tube Sampling) must be used in 
collecting the samples. 

2. Soil samples must be collected continuously at several locations 
to provide information regarding the shallow geology of the area 
where the investigation is being conducted; 

c. All soil samples which will be analyzed for volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) must be collected in accordance with Attachment 7 of 
the Agency's RCRA closure plan instructions; 

d. Soil samples not collected explicitly for VOC analysis should be 
field-screened for the presence of VOCs at all locations where VOCs 
are a concern; 

e. All other soil samples must be collected in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in SW-846; and 

f. When visually discolored or contaminated material exists within an 
area to be sampled, horizontal placement of sampling locations shall 
be adjusted to include such visually discolored and/or contaminated 
areas. Sample size per interval shall be minimized to prevent 
dilution of any contamination. 

14. If the Agency's DLPC determines, based on the data obtained from the 
Phase I Workplan activities, that there has been no release of hazardous 
waste or hazardous constituents to the environment from a SWMU identified 
in Condition 1 above, then no further investigative action will be 
required for that SWMU. If the Agency's DLPC determines, based on the 
data, that there has been a release of hazardous waste or hazardous 
constituents to the environment or that the data is inconclusive, the 
Permittee will be notified by the Agency's DLPC. 

15. If Safety-Kleen conducts a Phase I investigation which differs from the 
described above, then it must provide adequate Justification in the report 
required by Condition 2.a above for the variances. As stated in Condition 
1 above, the Agency feels that the requirements set forth in this letter 
are necessary to reach a conclusion that there has not been a release from 
a given SWMU. If the goals of Safety-Kleen are somewhat different than 
this, then there mav be Justification for varying from the requirements 
set forth in this letter. 
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16. All wastes generated as a result of corrective action activities (e.g., 
soil cuttings, purged groundwater, equipment decontamination wash and 
rinsewaters, etc.) are considered Pollution Control Wastes under the 
provisions of 35 111. Adm. Code Part 809, and therefore, at a minimum, 
classified as a special waste. Safety-Kleen must appropriately 
characterize these wastes to determine if they are hazardous by 
characteristic or listing. Should it be determined that these wastes are 
hazardous, they must be managed as a hazardous waste. In any event, these 
wastes are considered special wastes, and must be managed as a special 
waste. 

17. The Agency does not accept the use of the corrective action values 
specified in 55 FR 30798-30884 (July 17, 1990) as a criteria to determine 
if a particular SWMU has had an impact on human health and the 
environment. The Agency notes that these levels are proposed, and have 
not gone into effect on the State or Federal level. When these calues 
were proposed, I EPA submitted substaantial comments regarding their 
inadequacy. Also, it must be noted that the proposed soil action levels 
did not address the impact the residual soil contamination would have on 
groundwater. The Agency requires that any action level or cleanup 
objectives used in Safety-Kleen corrective action plan be demonstrated not 
to adversely impact human health and the environment. 

18. Financial assurance for completion of the approved RFI Phase I activities 
must be provided to the Agency within 60 days of the Agency approval date 
of the Phase I RFI Workplan. 

19. In accordance with 35 111. Adm. Code 702.126, Safety-Kleen must provide 
the Agency with certification of the Phase I RFI Workplan report to be 
submitted to the Agency after completion of the approved Phase I 
activities. In addition, the Agency requires that a certification be 
provided for all laboratory work performed for the purpose of the Phase I 
activities be provided. Forms for both certifications described above are 
included as attachments to this Agency response. 

20. The Health and Safety Plan contained in the subject workplan is neither 
approved nor disapproved. Under the provisions of 29 CFR I9I0 (51 FR 
15,654, December 19, 1986), cleanup operations must meet the applicable 
requirements of OSHA's Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response 
standard. These requirements include hazard communication, medical 
surveillance, health and safety programs, air monitoring, decontamination 
and training. General site workers engaged in activities that expose or 
potentially expose them to hazardous substances must receive a minimum of 
24 hours of safety and health training off site plus a minimum of one day 
of actual field experience under the direct supervision of a trained 
experienced supervisor. Managers and supervisors at the cleanup site must 
have at least an additional eight hours of specialized training on 
managing hazardous waste operations. 
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21. Reports must be prepared and submitted to the Agency which describe the 
activities completed each quarter of the calendar year while the Phase I 
investigation is being carried out. The quarterly reports shall contain 
at a minimum: 

a. An estimate of the percentage of the investigation completed; 

b. Summary of activities completed during the reporting period; 

c. Summaries of all actual or proposed changes to the Workplan or its 
implementation; 

d. Summaries of all actual or potential problems encountered during the 
reporting period; 

e. Proposal for correcting any problems; 

f. Projected work for the next reporting period; and 

g. Other information or data as requested in writing by the Agency's 
DLPC. 

22. A quarterly report for the work completed from the date of this letter to 
October 1, 1994 (the first quarter of the current calendar year during 
which the required Phase I investigation is taking place) must be 
submitted to the Agency by October 15, 1994. Subsequent quarterly reports 
must be submitted in a similar manner until the final Phase I RFI Report 
is submitted to the Agency. 

23. The portion of the final RFI Phase I report documenting the results of the 
required soil sampling/analysis effort must contain the following 
information, for each SWMU investigated: 

a. A discussion of (1) the reason for the sampling/analysis effort 
conducted at each SWMU and (2) the goals of the sampling analysis 
effort conducted at each SWMU; 

b. A scaled drawing showing the horizontal and vertical location where 
all soil samples were collected at each SWMU; 

c. Justification for the locations from which soil samples were 
collected; 

d. A description of the procedures used for: 

1. Sample collection; 

2. Sample preservation; 
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3. Chain of custody; and 

4. Decontamination of sampling equipment. 

e. Visual classification of each soil sample collected for analysis; 

f. A discussion of the results of any field screening efforts; 

g. A description of the soil types encountered during the investigation, 
including scaled cross-sections; 

h. A description of the procedures used to analyze the soil samples, 
including: 

1. The analytical procedure used, including the procedures, if any, 
used to prepare the sample for analysis; 

2. Any dilutions made to the original sample; 

3. Any interferences encountered during the analysis of each 
sample; and 

4. The practical quantitation limit achieved, including 
justification for reporting PQLs which are above those set forth 
in SW-846. 

i. A description of all quality control/quality assurance analyses 
conducted, including the analysis of lab blanks, trip blanks and 
field blanks; 

j. A description of all quality assurance/quality control efforts made 
overall; 

k. A summary of all analytical data, including QA/QC results, in tabular 
form; 

1. Copies of the final laboratory sheets which report the results of the 
analyses, including final sheets reporting quality assurance/quality 
control data; 

m. Colored photographs documenting the sampling effort; and 

n. A discussion of the collected data. This discussion should identify 
those sample locations where contaminants were detected and the 
concentrations of the contaminants. Conclusions which can be drawn 
from the information compiled should also be included in this 
discussion. 
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Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Eric 
Minder at 217/524-3274. 

Dduglas6lill. Clay, P.E. / 
Hazardous Waste Branch Manager 
Permit Section, Bureau of Land 

DWC:EM/mls/sp323W/l-ll 

Attachments: RFI Phase I Certification 
RFI Phase I Laboratory Certification Statement 

cc: USEPA Region V -- George Hamper 



GiS^I3uS0p^ 
State of Illinois 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Mary A. Gade, Director 

217/524-3300 

March 9, 1994 

Mr. Scott Davies 
Safety-Kleen 
1000 North Randall Road 
Elgin, Illinois 60123-7857 

Re: 0310690006 - Cook County 
Sl^Bty4Qeen/E)oilHi 

Received: November 17, 1993 
Log No.: B-120 
RCRA Permit 

Dear Mr. Davies: 

2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

a 3, / 
This letter is in response to your correspondence of November 12, 1993 regarding revision of the 
approach of the corrective action investigations for the above referenced Safety-Kleen facility. 
Since the date of the letter. Agency representatives were given the opportunity to visit the site 
and inspect the Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs) for which corrective action 
investigations were required in the permit. Based upon the results of this site inspection and 
discussions with Safety-Kleen representatives, the following provides a modification of the list 
of SWMUs for which corrective action investigations are required, and Agency recommendations 
for corrective action investigations for each: 

\ 

No. SWMU Name 

1. Process Building 
2. West Tank Farm Area (includes Tank 

Farms #3, 4, 5, and 6 and Process Areas) 
3. Former South Tank Farm Area 
4. East Field 
5. Truck Stations #3, 4, 5, 6, , 9, and 10 

6. Driveway to the Facility 
7. Newly Sited Areas: 

Former Barker Chemical Property 
Former Rexnord/Precision Aire Property 

Agri-Chain 

Required Phase 1 Action 

Integrity evaluation 
Sampling/analysis 

Sampling/analysis 
Sampling/analysis 
Sampling/analysis aroimd 

perimeter of concrete pads 
Sampling/analysis 

Sampling/analysis 
Waste management assessment, 

sampling/analysis as necessary 
Waste management assessment, 

sampling/analysis as necessary 

PriaM aa iacyclad Papar 



The required Phase I action for the Process Building should consist of an assessment of its base. 
It must be conducted by an independent registered professional engineer to determine if the 
integrity of the pavement and secondary containment structures is such that former releases and 
potentid future spills have not had/do not have a direct migration pathway to the imderlying or 
surroimding soils. The results of this integrity evaluation should be documented in a report 
which outlines the assessment procedures, md-provides a necommendation of whether further 
corrective actions are necessary based upon the results of the assessment. 

In addition, the Agency has revised the list of SWMUs to delete those units regulated under the 
terms, conditions and requirements of the facility's RCRA Part B permit. The Agency hereby 
notes that these units will be subject to the RCRA closure standards and requirements of 35 111. 
Adm. Code 724, of which the requirements for environmental investigation are similar, but not 
identical to corrective action. Of obvious exception to this, the Agency has recommended 
sampling and analytical activities in the areas of the facility Truck Stations. Information 
contained in Agency files and in the facility RCRA Part B permit application indicate a number 
of releases occurring within and in the area of the facility truck stations and loading/unloading 
areas. During the site inspection, it was evident that some of the truck stations lacked secondary 
containment structures (i.e., curbs, etc.) to keep large-quantity spills from migrating to 
surrounding, unpaved areas. In addition, it is unclear from review of available information when 
such secondary containment structures were constructed or in use during operations by previous 
owners of this property. 

Finally, the required Phase I action for the areas where Rexnord/Precision Aire and Agri-Chain 
are located or are ciurently operating consists of an assessment of the waste management 
activities. The results of such a waste management assessment must be provided to the Agency 
in the form of a report, and include the following information, at a minimum: 

1. A review of current business activities at each site, including waste generation and disposal; 

2. A review of historical business activities at each site, including information regarding historic 
waste generation, management and disposal activities; 

3. A discussion of the procedures and the results of a site inspection conducted by a qualified 
environmental professional which identifies specific historical waste management procedures 
or current waste management activities which have caused, are suspected to have caused, or 
are currently causing adverse enviromnental impact. Of special concern is the identification 
of any solid waste management units at these properties. This report should include facility 
maps indicating those areas of concern; 

4. Photographs of those areas and/or units identified imder 3. above; and 

5. A summary of the results of the waste management assessment for the facility, including a 
discussion of informational gaps and a recommendation for the necessity of further 
environmental investigations for those units or areas specifically identified under 3. above 
based on the findings of the review and site inspection. 
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These reports would be required to be submitted to the Agency for review and approval by no 
later than December 31,1997. Based upon the results of this assessment, the Agency and Safety-
Kleen would determine the necessity for RFI Phase I activities, including sampling/analysis if 
necessary, at those suspect locations and/or units identified within the waste management 
assessment report. It is respectfully requested that Safety-Kleen contact the Agency prior to 
conducting the site inspection at these two locations and provide the Agency with an opportunity 
to accompany Safety-Kleen personnel during these inspections. 

Currently, the facility RCRA Part B calls for submission of the RFI Phase I Workplan by March 
4, 1994. Should additional time be needed to complete this submittal, Safety-Kleen should 
contact the Agency to modify the submission date. 

Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Eric Minder at 217/524-3300. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas W. Clay, P.E. 
Hazardous Waste Branch Manager 
Permit Section, Bureau of Land 

DWC:EM 

cc: USEPA Region V - George Hamper 



i s 
November 12, 1993 

\X%1^ 

Mr. Jim Moore 
Manager of Corrective Action and Closure 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1240 North 9th Street ^ 1 
Springfield, XL 62702 f)' 

RE: RCRA Facility Investigation at the Safet:y-^l''e®nr^rp. 
Recycle Center in 

Dear Mr. Moore: 

This letter is in follow-up to our telephone 
conversation on November 5, 1993 regarding the RCRA Facility 
Investigation (RFI) at Safety-Kleen's Dolton Recycle Center. 

As you suggested, this letter is intended to serve as a 
basis for discussing the RFI approach at the Dolton 
facility. Safety-Kleen is in agreement with most aspects of 
the RFI requirements listed in the facility's Part B Permit. 
The company is, however, concerned about the Solid Waste 
Management Units (SWMUs) listed in the permit. Safety-Kleen 
believes most of the units listed in permit do not meet the 
definition of a SWMU (see 40 CFR 264.501) because they do 
not meet the routine and systematic release portion of the 
definition. In fact, many of the units are relatively new 
built by Safety-Kleen during upgrading of the facility. In 
addition, most of units are covered under RCRA closure 
requirements. 

Safety-Kleen believes the RFI should focus on areas of 
historical concern. The company is, therefore, proposing to 
modify the SWMU list to the following units: 

1. The East Field (SWMU 22) 
2. The West Tank Farm Area 
3. Barker Chemical No. 2 (SWMU 30c) 
4. The former South Tank Farm Area (not previously 

identified as a SWMU) 

Please note that historical concerns related to these 
units are based on events prior to Safety-Kleen's purchase 
of the property. 

r " 

NOV 1 7 1993 
.... • ^ 4. 

PElP'-^iTSc-CT" ' 

1000 NORTH RANDALL ROAD ELGIN, ILLINOIS 60123-7857 PHONE 708/697-8460 FAX 708/468-8500 



During our telephone call, you suggested having a 
meeting at the Dolton facility to inspect the areas of 
concern and to discuss the RFI approach. I believe this is a 
good idea and would be happy to schedule a meeting at your 
convenience. 

If you have in questions, please contact me at (708) 
468-2216. 

P.G. 
Sr. Project Manager - Remediation 

cc: Desi Chari 
John Valerius 
Gary Long 

dolrfijm 
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August 10, 1994 _ _ 
RECEIVED 

WMD RECORD CENTER 

Mr. Eric Minder SEP 20 1994 
Division of Land Pollution Control - #33 
Permit Section ' 
2200 Churchill Road * 
Post Office Box 19276 . .. v . 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

REJ RFI Workplan, Safety-Klein Dolton Recycle Center 

Dear Mr. Minder: T / ^ r. 
^LO nci/ 3 9/ B' 

20 the Agency on July 

, cpune X994« The call fwas constructive in 
the Agency s concerns, and moving this project forward. 

SlHH FF ™ ^aerstanding of the agreements during the conference call »»• 

^ASeSi' :rTc7T .4^^. 
questions or comments regarding the proposed revisions. 

Sincerely, 
SAFETY-KLEBN CORP. 

Scott E. Davies 
Senior Project Manager - Remediation 

SO:JA:saw/32-01 

Enclosures (2] 

cc; Gary Long/S-K Elgin 
John valerius/s-K Dolton (w/enclosure) , . 
TriHydrc Corporation (w/enclo8\ire) 

tOOO NOflfTH RANDALL ROAD ELGIN. ILUNOiS 90128.7857 PHONE 708raS7e46Q PAX TnRfjftuom 
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MEM0RANDT3M 

TO: Scott Davles, Safety-Kleen Corp. 

PROM: TrlHydro Corporation (Project: 32-01) 

DATE: July 20, 1994 

SUBJECT; Draft IBPA Approval Letter, Dolton RPI WorJcplan 

Safety-Kleen, TrlHydro, ̂ Uld lEPA (Jim Moore, Eric Minder, 
Ken Lovett) held a conference call on July is, 1994, to 
.diecuss the draft IEPA~responae^. on the Dolton RFI Workplan. 
Pollowinsf is a brief list of action Items: 

Condition 2 -

Condition,'4 -

Condition 6 -

Condition 7 -

Condition 8 -

Condition 9 -

Completion date will be changed by IBPA 
to six monthe from date of approval let
ter. 

lEPA will review whether five boreholes 
already planned around Process Build-
ing/Sputh ffarehouse are adequate (Refer
ence Figure IV-1-2). 

Safety-Kleen offered to conduct a soil 
gas survey at a 40-foot grid interval, 
and then follow workplan procedures, 
siting jbhe two sampling locations in 
distvirbed area at locations of highest 
soil gas concentrations (if any) , lEPA 
will evaluate and respond. 

1 
IBPA concurs wrth sampling approach, 
because shallow ground water (approxi
mately 3- to 10-foot interval) will be 
screened at every soil sampling location. 

Scott Davios provided information that 
McKesson and Safety-Kleen did and do not 
allow PCB-contaminated waste into facili
ty. Scdtt Davies will check with Bob 
Nagle (former Barker Chemical employee) 
to determine Barker policy, and respond 
to lEPA. , 

Procedure to determine background will be 
deferred until data from the non-back
ground sites have been collected and 
evaluated. 
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Condition 10 > No background samples will be collected 
at this time. 

Condition 13 - lEPA saya this is standard paragraph, and 
refers to lab analytical work. lEPA 
requests that lab certifies to this to 
avoid the necessity for extensive QAPR. 

Condition 14 

Condition 16 

- lEPA wl|l allow 10 eV lamp, 

- John Ahem will check on possible detec
tion limits for TCLP and respond to lEPA. 
Jim MOore requests that detection limits 
be at or less than Class I standards 
preferably, but certainly no higher than 

^ Class "li starfdards. lEPA will change 
- third sentence to oreranlc chemicals only. 

Condition 20 - lEPA will provide Attachment C. Lovett 
says that anything within 10 feet of 
ground surface will be Class II. Below 
that may be Class I. lEPA will take 
condition out. 

: ; 

Condition 21 

Condition 26 

- IBPA wil^ eliminate this condition. 

- John i^em will provide revised wording 
pn OSHA training requirements. 

Condition 27 - lEPA will remove "a" through "d." 

Condition 20 - Date of first submittal will change. 

Condition 30 - lEPA will remove condition. 

Ken Lovett requested that Safety-Kloen provide a CAD map 
of facility with well locations and a legal description. The 
lEPA goal is to get regulated facilities into GIS and send in 
ground-water data electronically.] Scott Davies said he would 
check if Safety-Kleen can do this. 
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SUdeefSibwis 
lONMENT/ 

naA«*hmiidCBtii 

May A. Crtfc irHw><w 

217/624-3300 

KF. Scctt Oovlu 

ClOin. minols 601tt-7BS7 

te; 0310690008 - CaalKWirtar - " ' ~ ' ~ 
StAQMCleen ^IreiysCMf 

Mte Re^VOOt Murdi 7. 1994 
U9 Mo. 6-120-Kfl-l 

0«8P nr. ORVIMJ 

The ROM rulllty inrnilgatlon (tfl) «>**• J 
ifagVM-referenced ftetlllv suhrftui tgr Sefrty^wo Cfwimy*k« ^ 
rrrfoMd ter ihli Amy. Dils WHrRlan ins suMtted In OCCQHWK* 
Cnndltlen IV.B.2 Oftlia ROM Part 9 ptnilt Issuad r«P tlin aheve-Fefnwed 
fOctnty (IN NO. 9-126) «n sa»t«ib«r 29> 1993. The wrtolan Is fimtgr 
appfovnd siAJeet te the falloiHiig condltteos and ODdlflcttlens! apofO' 

1. This RFI Ph«e I OoTtolan shall be canned eat te investle^ paailble 
» fellBHiiia solid wU nanmeRBiit units (SIMS}: releases free the 

WWE 

Process Area 
West Tank Faro Area (Including Tank Faros 
13. 4. 5 and 8 and Process Areas) 
FonMr iSeuthoaat Tank Faro Area 
East i-^id 
Tmek Statleea «9, 4. 6. 8. 9 4 10 
OHvawdy te Faelllty 
Nouly Sited Areas: 

a. Fenmr BarMr Cheolcal Prooerty 
bi Fereer Reioior^/i^lsioA Aire Property 
c. Agrt-diala pro^rty 

As stated In Condition iy.A.l of the BCW Port 6 Penilt fstt^ fw the 
Safety-neoik/Ooltw fiellliy, the purpose of tbo redulrod Ptoao I 
lose^lgatloe la to dinRstrate uhotbor or not hiaardouo was^jor 
hanrdeus eoastlteanta have bo» SL* Vr*i25!? ' 
above. Therefore, the rovleif of this RFI Phase I Uorhplan conduetad 
with this geel la etnd. ^ 

Jt« a"*34 18130 ai753«BSt 
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P«g0 t 
ff/X fth tLi ol*k <p jhii kJie/-

Z. m PbM I actlvHIes tm eoR^lttad tiy niaeitiP li IW. Mie« HIMC X is 
botn bjr « rvspouOifl fl^lepr of UM mniF sr opffrstor iii4 ttr «n 
isdSMA^nt rs^la^red srorsislonsl snglnMr fliat tke fislllty cgqaleM 
Pfiut I In tecorducs vfth the speeirfeetlees in the oprovM tflPl^ 1 
mrkBlm. In eddltleot t certlflatlm ststenmit Motlna tin mqpilrwenU 
of H lAC 709.126 Busfc be ^nwided ij • rtsponslUt offlebr of tM 
leberatery eblch condnctaO the duoleal laslysee thet tN rM^roMnU vf 
this letter wrt ant dsriss the ehcBfcel mlyset of ell sniAes. This 
cerMficetlon wst idOress the awllesMe sngilB eelleGtlen. prasenratim. 
hendllng ereperatleii end epnl^lctlinovtraNBU set forth In thts 
letUr. TheM ortiflestiens nut received it this Aoancar tfter 
cenletleg PhtM L or hv Febnuiy L 1996. Tbese detos ney be extended 
If Sifett-ineeh sujnlU IfrfbPMtlenlte tin taency Indleotlng tint it i< 

" ' sttoiqitliig to couplets the renlred ectlvltles In e tlhely atnaer but 
, needs tdditlantV tlee to co^^lete tSe in^tfgntlofi. 

The sttiehed eertlflcetlon ferns nist be used. Sfpittares mart enet the 
requlments of 36 in. Ada. Cede Section 7«.1M. The todeeemteHt 
enfllneer should be presmt el «11 critlcil, peiate (ectlvltlee) 
during the RFI. These ai^t Inelude sell sei^ng. soil rsaoval. 
beekfllllng, finil cover plKSMnt. etc. The freeinaqr of Inepectlots to 
the in^eedent engineer met be snfflcleat to dekentee the edeeuiey ef^ 
each crtctcel ectlylty. 
The llllneU Prefessloul Englneenng Act (111. Rev. Sttt.» Cb. 111. 
per. sios et. .seq.) reeelres mt n» person idw ertetlcis prefesslesel 
englneerltig in the state of lllinels pr Inplles tint he (she) Is t 
professional one 
Engineering Art 

Ing serv eagineerl 
ornilee 

neer oust be reeistored wider the llllmls ProfeesleiiAl 
per, SMI, Section 1^. Thcrtfert, eny cvtificatlen or 
COS uhlcb are perforind for a 111 tteviplen In the stete 

eele SMtt be dene by u Illinois P.C. 

Plane end speciPlcatlens, designs, drauings. r^rts, and etinr doeunenbs 
rendered as ppefOMleflel ansiMerlng services, and refrlileas of the eheve 
oust be seeled and algned br a profOsilonal engineer in aeeordeiiee with 
per. 5119. Section 13.1 «f the Ullaela ProfeMleiwI Engleeerieg Act. 
Ai part of the certlfieatlen, to doccnent the API Phese 1 activities at 
your facility, pleaee sabnlt a Phase 9^^ and Sunaary nhldi includes, 
at e nlnlaMi 
a. The lAfevaetlen Identified in cendltioA 29 beleo ragardlng the 

required eeil sHplln^aaalysls effort at each SUM) vdnre such ee 
Inveatlgailon 1i nacessaryi 

b. InFonaatlen idilcb the inrk|i1an Indlcatee n111 be In the report; 
c. A clirenological swwafy of Phase I activities and the cost levelved. 

JUN 21 '94 10134 sxtsstaBBX mE.ees 
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P48e9 

d. Color photo doramititiQR or HIUO I 

•« Atovlptfpn of tin qiallfleotfom of perooMol porfomlM ond 
dlrootinp tho ftfl oetlvltlos InoloOlM eoatnctor poptooiAoTf ond 

f. A genonl dtscuMlon of tl» lalvitiat Mhteh jhould be corned out «« 
eait of Piuco r of tho KflA Foolllty tovostiootlon. 

Tte orlgiMl ud two (}) cooleo of oil cM^iricttlono. logs, or ropei^ 
wbl^ ve roqairod U bo sMUted to tho 4g^ fey tho foclllty shMld bo 
ttllod to tlw folloiHiif oddreooi ^ 

ZMfoois SnvlrotoBOiiUI Protectim AsoMiy 
Division of lagd PollotSM Control ̂  
Portrtt SoAtlSr 

. 2200 OwrdrillrBoid _T 
Post Office Box 19276 
SpHnsflold, Illinois 62794>9270 

IP the Ajoncy docernlMo ^ot Jiplfleoamioe of tbl| RFI 
to sotlsfy tho reqairoiettco of Soction IV of the RCOA Port 8 Ponrlt (log 
Mo. B.I20). tho Ag^ ronrves tho right to rooulro tint oddltloeol MTK 
Iw coopletod to fitls^ tboso renilroaoots. Rovlslons of AFl Varkplom 
ore sunjeet to the opgool grovlifoni of Seetlen 40 of the Zlllnolo 
EnvirmMiitol Pntsctlon Aet. 

4. (ho Agmey eomot seeept the proposod rnroiwditloo of M forttior 
Investlgollon of tho Pracoss Aroi located vlthla the Sooth llhrrtiouso 
Buildiof, bosod en tho rtiolts of • prevlOBS intoerlt/ ovtlootton. It ms 
noted thtt tho grlaafy objoettvo of tin lotogrity tnspecttoi eoiidoetod hy 
the reglstorod profbsslonxl onglneer us to ossoot the oxIatliM totegrlty 
of tho gavoMiit and soeoodory contotiaeot stroctoros relotivo to 
proventlM migration of releists to ondorlylng and/or sorroondtng soils. 
As such, tha corilflcatlon doas not provide an ovaluatlon of tka patantlal 
for any past algracfan Dirnooh tho pavsasnt or sacondanr coatalnoMt 
struetnroi. \ 

InfenntlflB regarding envlroinaiital fnveitfgatioM in tho araa of tha 
Procoss Building Indieata sew contuiDatloa fa lllwly grtsut homatfc 
and/or around Uo building* taspl«s| colloetod fVou tho borobolo 
doslgnated as 1979-2 Indloatod OMOlliw odors at tin 2.5 and 5 fbot dapth 
Intorval (no asntlon of chouieaT adore wro aaUd fnm tho aaglos 
coiiaetod frou tho do^ lotomlsl. RaUisos of hizardeos 
nstaa/hozardoas eoastitoonts within the aocondory centalmmt syston of 
tlM South Waraiioaae are dociannted. R is alto Rotod within the subject 
lolnlttal that einlul infovuttoo regarding eperattens within the 
building la available fbr omtiaas within the building prior to 1987. 

probsbln wt raloaseo within the bonding ̂ occurred prior 

/ri<^ 1w«« 

JIM 2X '04 10:31 211S2s3S91 *86.003 
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h04 

A« fucfc, the issue ef utM^^llie! MvoMiit wti saetndtty eonteiiMmt 
eysta were •teguete et thet tim U the tene; me wlitdi eemat be 

2K- ?! wTjfittee prefeeteTvitMe the eebdeet 
Mitenui see dem&xte eoncltulvely tfcst the ptviaMt end 
easUiDKRt errtew ef tta Frecest Arte hm been lapfrae^U ever the 

•' the streetare. ThenfflM* ie erder te detanriRe 
^thor the leceediry cenuimt tystee ef the hreens Aree prevoBtM 
Blmtlon ef htterdeve Mtt^iunhnie cnstttueste, llwitcd 

i^dlfu|. Field inyeittyetioa sbeuM raulet ef TO eeelyeie ei hewliMi 40s 5u/va. 
cmduetwf it tirteiViis eretmd the ^nter ef the teftdiiv. fmtag «• ^ 
erees vf ep^et Mrieretiee ef^ seeaedm emte1i«eiit eyrtea, if 

- ««*. wrt^fW iBuestt«tieBl*lBdtceUi hiS leueU of contealiittieR, 
eenling ^ l«boW9 iMlfsii ftf sail smplee sbeald he ceodiicted. 

1 / : Seen field iBvestipetlem wllT be revieead la caajaaetiea wiih the vasalte 
of ether eevlrofwaUl lawestigetleM/Mil bwrlags caaduct^ in the em 
ef the Process Bulldlnp te detemiw ir soil cMtmiiittieaie pree^, end 
if « hFl Phua XI lavastigetieik is aeeessvry. 

Should field Inuestipetietis indicate aon-4etscUb1e levels ef 
oenteaiflatfeo. sofT saallne/anelysis sheuTd be eeadueted te dsoanstrete 
that Process Area eperatiens had ne imwt en the soils and ae further 
cerreetlve.estiva oeasures arc aeeessery. Te this FIMI 
dsaeastratiee, at least see aeaple anut ba eallaeted firm «1OM tadi side 
aod aMlyzed mr the iiet ef eonstttueiita idesficd in Cendltlao Xd balm, 
Soch eenpla laeatlens anst be biased to locatiaas idiere any reloasod 
Bitcrlal oay be presont. such u locetiea* eeer detarioracod areas af tin 
ceatainmat ayatm, low iyins areas aad staiaed areas. 

S. Should the propiKMd eavlronamtal InMatlgatiens in the area of the Vest 
Tank Fam iocloda cerinp throiMft the seceodsiy contatmeot oysteB theo the 
coriiigs anist bo Pfo^ly sealed te ensure the reoulreseeirte of 95 IJC 720. 
lohpart J are Mt. After the corings era lealod, ea lately mloetlon. 
in accordaoca with the preceduree eutlleed below, east M coadoetad after 
the prapeeed amplina/anaTysis actlvltias haws baeo ceoplatod fsr thw Vest 
Tank Fira am. 

• i 
The integrity aualuatim ekeald be coadectad aa fellaws] 

An lodapandaat registered professlenal aopieeer shall lamci the 
Integrity Of the eeaerete surfaces. These surfaces shall ho 
insmctod fUr cracks which penarato throuidi tho coneretVanliaU. 
In addUtea, all eenstruetlen joints oust be lomeeted te encnro that 
theiy ere Mtertli^. This insmtiea oust te eerricd est In 
aecordaMe with the steaderds aM recsoaeadatloas af 
profeaslanal/tachnieal entltleslaiieh as the Awerican Cencrote 
Witwto, UM Portland Cewenl AaseelAtlen, tho Ampicsa Sedety for 
Testing and Katorlala. the ibierieeii tealety of civil fiigiaeers. etc.. 

JIM 21 '90 lataa 217!<M3a91 pQGe.eB4 
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^090 5 

Pfi6e.005^015 

KD6 

(2) 

7. 

P tko coACrotc/tSBhalt to cmtAlo 
lAlBaOlMStll'S fttMuSd^ln 
Hit 1RC1U4« {!) « 41SCHS1H 9f tllB 
IttspHtlHi inelutftm rtftoMca t« tira 
«8dt (2) tlw THtflU of tbo 

•dlcli riloto to tlw oMIIty 
lloaldf. Tko roottlts of 
fora of « ro^rt. THO 7«p< 
frocoduno utod to coodort 
otondifdO/ftHMendtd yrooL 
lospoctlH, J3) 0^1 od di^iliii sMiHnd tho loeoiloo of oYVetcfui 
and edMtnctiM jotntf oMorvod dnrlM tho invattleitloR. C4) 
ooneluofono roochod roourdlnf aoy «rtdw or eaiifthKtlon Joints 
ohsopvos la tho iPooi of concorn, (9) JosttfleitlOB for tbo 
eonclvslmi rcichod (d.g.> lofomtloo uit bo provldod idrteh 
indleotos that ony constroetlon Joints in tho trau OPO Indood 
winrlfgiit). ind (6) ^lotograylio tf. «90^ tho coHloslnis pooehod. 

.• .-.Mt.- • • -••• • • •" 

MdlUoully,. If onvfpoMofttol lovostfutlons Inctodo eering tiiroogli tho 
eonerote/osphott oorfocos Of tho tank ftm. Safety-Klooa slMold prrrldo 
diking irooad the eorod aroa ntll tho surfOen htvo ban odo«ioto1y 
soolod. This diking 1l meosury to aloiaiia tho potantlol for any 
mleaia of hKurttus viato^ttardooo toostltimts late the oadarlylM 
sella idillo this Imstigatloo la boing eeaduotod. 

A revloff of Agney fllas indicates disposal actlvUles 
place OB tho BuittP CliHleil sits located nartb of the 
facility en 138th Stroot. A Juno 28. IW report' 
Envlronoont states (hat solveat eoataalnattd still 
dipaetly ante tha graond> and nuKfoas cQRUinors heldi 

-QbtfTvoil to ba iMKlng during IffA ud USfPA liupaetloo . 
diiposal pi^6t1CH"liioa bate doowsiiaod at tail olta. tho ppopeoed 
onvlreiiBBnUI Introstlgatioos should! ho axpaadod In an nffart to 
donoRStreto that no conlaBlnitlon is pfoient oo tho ppoporty new owiod by 
sar^HClaofl. To daHoitroto that wntHimtlow ayiiTi, snIJ 
aWBitng/iBilrtli thoald'ho 

Mta-should 

TV napu(7- IS r»»>-

r .fic (AeHier 
QcOnliei 

fUf1hcPl3dAltttti 

Slhci waste 

ho eendvcted hotod 
grooter'than 40 fdet. Soil sanpiaa 
iittarvali (o-aM 8-12 tod 18*30 tncl .. 
CBnitttuMtS Tistod in Condition 16 (below, 
invootlgatlens Indicate no onvireaoentil fnp . 
pPOporty V111 not bo eoaaldored « SWU of HMIGOI 
IhvofltlgtiloM will bo regulrod forkhti am. 

d In the •dlotuibad oitaAi Tim soli 
n a grid, with a gpid lifforval of ao . . ̂  

Hid tba rosiilta af sodi . 
than tha Barkar ChHical 

AO addltioMl 8F1 
lVito.LqEr{ evnt 

Fron rewlH of the prapoiad laaplln^aaolysls ptaa. th^deteab"'**^^^'^' 

statad that tbo punesa tor 
tho 2 fMt dapth InkaMol Is to coHoett^oiiaTysIs of ^ su^e 

Hjidlilu a iiiny or tha esnsiltuonts of concam for that am. 
^fiog logs presMted la tha subject suhalttal Indlcota that, in aoaa 
mas, cantoBiBatloo^w 110^11 a*yiiii8Hi^nf i 

J uf tuiw-ai'n appoiP aaMlaailn ai'ganloo-
ihr Wf 

JIM ax 'oa .ie<s 2175313391 nnGe.aeo 
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pn6E.oe6y0i5 
. . I.. .. — ..,, 

R08 

a 
/) <1* tha 

mljrsis wr 

Vffiitl lapwt* field 

At tMs tiM tte 
cwpiing vi4 4111 

••••'wSti uTigS^ic j«irjs.».?gsssrs;r^SS huA- aho ht iMint. 

; the fiellm,: HMMMr, ifnee 
typei «r velwet of vistW 

operjtl«i, the Z»Ti 
pitted In the subBitteni 

.^i»S^'5S^'»4Jj,'Jgi'g!i g!*«.TSSSiJ 
Lrcv»mAC4. >nr'** 

tecterwed »Me1lM/weTysle 

ip«« 
_j|eh 
suMttal. 

ion M 

" ««pt5irsL-, 
* 1 *' hiefeemnd cvplee Mjt be callectad S 

9 ttetWl^lv slgnlMeent dati set. Fuftber. the deethe 
b4*OTmd»m1ei will be cellected wes not Indlcetcd^ I 

•dd1tl0iia]>hif _ 
MckBTouRd fe^l1iig'>ei|^ne1yslB, cddraMlneJ^^^ttM iboM. 

• itfjnBtSry^teteSsa^ ffja 2*,jp~» *"* 

10. The latent ef use «f bednreaad ^ 
Aoeno. The purpftie ef field blenhi 

PreetfcM ney htve elluwed 
centaMnetin, cross centaalattlon) 
prevlde • reference b> which the 

z- Marttt is eeclnr to the 
to detmlne ehelher field 

,tttinetioB (e-B.. field 
labontenf sieeiee. The nmke 
ef eeetaslnetleA by field 

JU121 '94 iR».33 2173343291 RHHi.eaS 
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P,07 

ppiet1e«« ew bt UM of u onvli — 
nofconl eontOBioonts waiy to coneontrotfofi frm loutloa .. — 
oreind tht sito wold mw to M u OMttA^lo baolt for oso to • 
bitnk. Thenfori, tho ppopoMi itf QM the bocksroond swpici u field 

Wd . 
0011 

ki soaple 1« elildi 
itlea te lOMtlee 

-- ^ JMie for uo •« i 
bitnk. Therefore, the probOMi ttf OM the bockgreond swpici u fleli 
blonks te unosceptohle te the Meoqr. leefegreeiid laeelco eogr he eoed 
hevever to previdt eemnl inolfhi Ihte peUntlil contaefaetleft ef «e 
IMpleo during hudllag. tnntgert ind melyete. 

11. la the event thet sell eoadtttone * net tllee oeeplete recovery in 
•ccordenee eith Attecbemt 7, hireu-ineen Bost oendoet siflpting In e 
•eniwr te ntnlnixe voUttllmioe p erginlc cenpo^. M graeennros 
should Inelede ntntnliettai ef dlskorbence of the sMple (1.e«t no alzlng, 

... no cnoMMttine, ee eof^ttlHif, •letfiT hnidling ef the siHlef MtuMB 
cslleetien^ifid/grnsomtlfln, iM od^vnte preiervstlea ef the SMV^O 

- (e.g., no Ketd^ace, storey of the esvleo en let). 

12. 

<S> 
fen. In eeeentihle te the 

TyveMs^o^toert^terlel 

irilT re'^re tbet eltnlnu foil be iissd in neeerSwd'wSttSSlASiitS?^ 
lenon however is M seeopttblo r«p|scaMnt for ilartotti fon. 

13. 

Safety;^ 

All guelity Assursfiw/quenty control (QVQC) proeediii«s nitt U eoete 
in iccerdmea wftfe these «s outlined is sn-gis, chigtm 1 sod 2. TM ate 

these stenderdixed procedures QA/V bin enow n eteediHIzed 
'lev ef the enelytleel date. All sroservetfen end hndllaB, IneladfM 

.. jIn ef custody, of the smples shxil be eondeetod in eeeerdence with the 
sppreprlsto procedures outlined In $H-846, Chepter 2, and sqy requlrad 
procedures outlined in the spsclficl saeple eneiyticel swthed. 

Mt leiruiilt IS nno 
purpose of uee ef te 

i1 ergnle velltlle 
ioflcel te use 0 

te 

SEi. 

^ Since the results of tho phvlelonlsttlw unit analysis elll be osefel in 
deterartflstlm of tho extent ef eontesinetion vlthin eodi ef the berehaias, 

'' the Aflency regulres that Snroty-Klean provide the Ag^y with n re^ 
detailing the reeults of the photoienltttlon inlt anslysu in tsbuiar 
fora. This report should include at a ninlMU 1) dociMtetlon that the 
unit wu operaM in aceerdsnce vlthi the nMfsecurer's speclflcitiuos, 2) 
a deicriptlfln of the callbrotlon preeedoree used M pe^ ef ea^ 
invastigatlen affort, 3) analysis grpGcdum« and a) a suaaaiy ef the 
analytical results by depth snd hy b^ole. This Infemtion should be 
presented in tbo RFl Phase I Repeit.r 

Jlti PI '04 VKsa ZlTsaascft pnEE.aa7 
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i'. K^ jwplw itoll ta mdltridwlly (t.®,. M 
2ii»mie»l pvcitem^ stall te ctMuctta la aMOtataw ail 

(SIM48). MMI t SV.848 (tliYrd 

jssaaa sasg 
sopla pnrtloB af tta fnttwal t 

aMrj;.w,5'l 
8H-f48. For {ii«29n1c parnattrs 
tmljrsfs of tiM TV si^riet 
Qtaundkftar Ovtactim Ll«t», as 

- Vo]M MSta "W8-» antf W 

pling intarvBl mii to fMltoto in tta ,isffls'iJ'jirr£gjA??sr 
; fvwtwr In tta tli1r< tattlM of 
tta dstaetfen Itorft achlavod dariiig tta 

at loait u lw u tta ROU 
rnncta In flf-BM (Tfilrg Ultlen) 

f, TabU 2-w. Each aatl satoH 

i «n z 
SV-846 tathod 8210 fbr valdtlle manic comtas; 
su-84e tattad niQ thr sn^lat^a ctapnKsT 
SjiSU Itafttod low for PCMf and : 'TVSa? / «> a. *<«i 
SthMO Hntads )311, 2DW, 6010. -im-m 746 for wUls< {wta that 
th» witaes far wUls «wt to coadiKtod M tta antnpt fpw tta 
TOP twt)_ |JII,^Qfco, €4>io,7V^^-7'7vi»^T/5l 

JffT Tta.rollovinv pmesdMro aast to utlllzsd In tta collection of all toqul'rsd «-r .» 
/(» * soil saaplesi (uhoftLP-tr^) 

h. 

The prewduiias used to collect the nil saaplta wst ta sufficient H 
ttat all wil eneovitared Is elaaaiffad In accertafie* Wth ISIM 
Mothoo 6*c468i 
If a drltl rig or aieflar piece of aoolPtont Is ntcefsarjp to collect 
reouirod sell aaw1*<* than: 

rim nrocedurns speetf1«d In ASTH Nettad 0>19W (SpUt Spoon 
Sato line) or 0-1M7 (Staiigr Tuto Sanp^fiigl wst ta used m 
c^ocMog tta aaapUS' 

1-

2. Soil aotolss mmt ta collnctad coattmiouli at semral locationa 
U prevfdo InfnraatlM vogardlng tta atallov gaologjr of tta am 
uhota tta Inveatlgatteii Is talng coMiieted: 

e. All sell suplaa, nhich will ta analysed for volatllo organic 
eotoounda (VOeaK wst ta celleetad In accordancn with Attactant 7 of 
the Agancy'a item closnra plan Instnietlans} 

d. Soil saaples RDtiConactail supllcltly for VOC analyals Stolid to 
f1e1d<acroned for tta pnsoRca of VOCs at all locatfoes uhera dOCa 
era a coflecim; [ 

JIM 21 *04 1HS35 2i7$34SDl 
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«. All oth«r Mil SOVIH MSt bt olleeud in aeenHniiM with thn 
praendttMt s«t forth In $U-«4«} oa4 

r. Mhen vfraolly dlicolorcd or contonlMtnA nUrlil «irim Mthia «n 
•rn« ts bo sonploA. AoiizonUI ploeMont of oonpling looitlono ohoU 
bn lijiitsd to Includo OMII VISUOIIJ discolored mhr eonminttod 
•rets, dovts sUn pof iBtorml shill bo oltlalnd to prmnt 
dilution of Wf contnlMtii 

I ^ tf tho AMUCT'S BIPC 
' ^ nwso I Ibrkpltn act! 

Histo ir haurdono CO 
In condition 1 abovo« . 

- regvtred for thit smi. 
dkto. ikot tdoro has ^ 
consLUuMtS to tho 
Ponilttoo will bo BOtI 

on tho dau obttlnod tho 
hu boon no reloiso of hUBrdoHS 

tho MMmiint fVoa % nw Idontfflod 
AO fbrther iBvostliUloo aetloo vlll bo 

If tho liMet'c OLfC dotomtnoo. bosod on tho 
B release of haxifdovs wsto or iMZtrdeiis 

or thit tho doto lo iMOBclwIoOy ttio 
bjr the Agoncy'S OLK. 

Af. If Sofoty'Kloon conducts a Phase I investigatlnn tdileh differs from the 
^ dosenbfld ibeire, then It not pnvlde edeguate jusciflcatlon In tbo reperc 

rooBlred iagr Condition Z.a above for the variances. As atated In Cendltleo 
1 above, the Amcy feela thot the reeuireneoto set fertb in thlo letter 
are neceasarr to reach o cnnelutloo that there hes not been o relnse froa 
a elven SMlC If the goals of Safety-Kleeh are sensMbat dlffor^ than 
this, then them aix-hg Justification for varying froa the rogulreoonts 
set forth in this latter. 

fCi The Illinois Pollution Control Beam finsilaod reeolatlens artebllohlH 
*' areundnater duell^ staodords for tiie State of Illinois (cM 9i lAC tre). 

As such, tin Agency wst ensure th& tho sell cleaeop objectlm 
established for this foellHy will net ceeso my fatura vlolotlnt af 
those standords. Theroforo, unlass site soodflc Inferantlen Is sobaittod 
to tho Agsnoy to Indicate olhonrlw, soil clnanup obje^lvos for thia oltw 
Kill be used open tho protection of Class I grounduater (potiAilo resouren 
greundwatorj. guidance regarding tho infermtlon which oust bo prevldod 
to the Agency far review and approifel dsnonstrating thet.the soil claenup 
o^nctivcs sheald be based upon tin pretectlen of Class It greondrnter 
(oeneral roseiiree groundueter] It orevided In AttadSHin c. In addition, 
greundMter cleanup objocttvos MIIT also bo developed ossuelno Cleso I 
groundwater, unYtss sumclont infdroatlon Is provided to IndTcete 
olhonhse. 

e) 
Sb^l be 

paent wst be 
. I rlEM warer shell 

its If saolysis of tho weste 
ertlblte a 

el awt be 

JIN 21 "U 10135 2i752*sai 



08/11/94 08:08 O307 74S 772? TrlHydro Corp. 0013/018 

-JUN 23 -gif 8:37 FROM S-K ENUIRONMENTRU TO 913877457729 PRQE.010^013 

JUIi-21-84TOE 6:33 rEPft/U«)/«aiITS FAX itt 217S»3291 MO 

Paga 10 

9«w*t«d M t rtsttlt of cometivo oetioi acttviMw 
Mil euttfiiBs. 00^ Brwfl^tor, Muipmt dMontaaiDolloa «uli and 
rinmtorsi tlc.l art eoMlOWM panotioii Cofitrofl^taa undor 

•i • *. 

OPOvUloM of 9S 111. Ma. Coda Pan 66% and tbaraf^. at a ai 
claaatfied aa a spaelai wia. safoty-noM aact approprlatoly 
charaetoHza thoso aaatoa to datonrim If tbaor are buartoe fey 
charaetartitlc or liitfoo- Swold It be detoralaed tkat ttaso MWtaa ara 
haaardOM, maibt miM aa a hazanloM wata. In any awnt, tftaae 
ustae art cMOldafad apoef^ Matos, and aoat be maeaod aa a sdacUl 
vaata. 

^ The ^nci dm wot aecayt tea MO of aormtlvo ocatao valm 
-"24 — wWad i» W ntjj0798-36M4 hrOj 17, 1190) aa a Cfltorfa to dotofsiaa 
^ If a patti«l|r SMI hM had aa lopact MI tana hoaltt and tha 

: onviroaMtii. Tha Aoonoy notoa that tlim livela are mpoood, and hawa 
net gene into affect on the stato » Fodoral 1«v«1« iBion tkoao calm 
were propeaod. lEPA aidnltlsd auhstamial eomats regarding their 
faadeguacy. Ilea, it sun bo noted that the propeaod aoll ocileo levels 
did noft addresa Ibe Isyaet tha midoal soil ceRtaalintloa oeold have on 
greundwator. The Agency rogelres that any action level or cleamiB 
ohjectives aeod la Safhty-Kieen nrreetive ictloa plan he dewiiatratad net 
to adversely lepact hvoan health end tha wwiiwaaant. 

.^n Financial asavrancs for coatiieLlon of the a^mied ftf i fhasa I aetlvltios 
oust he prevldM to tiia Agowy within SB day* of the Agency mnnral ^te 
of the Phase I RFI Werkplan. 

^ In atxonfance tflth 33 ill. Cade 702.126, Safoty-Kleon oest provtd0 
^3 the Agoaoy with certtflcetlon of the Phase { AFX Werkplan report to he 

sunaittted to tha Agency after ceoplotfoa of tha approved Ffiose I 
Ktlvltfes. Za addition, the Aiem roqolru that a certlfleatloa be 
provided for oil lihorateiy work porfomd for the purpose of the Phase 1 
activltloa bo provldM. Forw for cortlfieatloes doserthad above are 
included as ottaciosMta to this Agency raspenso. 

^ iL .^.se^Tho Health and Safety Plan eoatained in the »AJict wnrkplaa is mitlier 
approved ner dtiaMreved. oadar the provlaloas of SP en 1910 (>1 FR 
16,666, Ooeonher 19. 1986), cleanup oporatlons wat naet the applicable 
reaulraaants of oSHA's Hapardons Uute operations and Ebcnm Renme 
itandord. Thoso requirooonii Include hazard coMuiieatiM. oadlcir 
surwolllaiice, health and safety progriM, air eonltorlog, dacaatMflnatlon 
and training. 6ofierol site wrKors angagad la aetlvltlao that aapoM or 
potentially sneso thoa to hazardous substancos Mist receive a MIHIHIB of 

J KJ .-iffTigun of lafoty and haalth training off site plus a nlnlMai of throe one 
daui^f actual field osporieiieo uador the dtrecc suporvlslon ef a troiaod 
on^oneod ouporviaor. Naaafiors and auparvlsors at the cleanup site eust 
have at least an addltlanal at At hours of specialized training on 
aanaglng hazardous wasta oporatlons. 

JIH 21 "« 10:3S 21752CS91 RRGE.0ie 
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Pts« IX 

^,ySrrt^crU aast b« pr«p«rs4 tti4 snfasllUd to the A^nqr uhidi teertbt tiM 
Itiei' * " ~ 
itlget 
•leleuH 

ictlvltles 
Inveitlgetfon 
et a 

alatad each goaptw if the etlantfar yanr riilTe tbt PMse I 
heing carrted eat. Tit guvtarly ragerta ehalf aoauie 

Taaala for granadirater taaat Beat the af 3a uc 90. 

LoveirddP soil idildi Hrlsgar" a PliaaaJWixvaatlgattaa alii tint ba 
aatahll^Md^tl the Rian 11awat34giuw hu baas coaalatad and 
the raciiXta «>eHi 1avast1gi$jM-1iiM been revlOMd hgr tba 

The soil levels abli 
thfr-sne af tta;Xewri«1tlfi 
final ectlQKrgraXs irtll be 

f1 

I Phasai U invastlgatlon aay net ba 
cerrectiva ecllenf. Hnn 

after Me VI la ea^aeta. 

. ^ ectlea en all aetlon 1evm.«111 be subject to the 
1 preiRsloM ef Section 3g(a) e^ 40tiiL af the illlaflle 

Envlroaamtal emtaetiaa jrt. 

a Jit: AA estiBMta of the pereanUge ef the tnvastlgatlen ca^leladx 

^ Saomry tif activities ceopleted daring the rapertlna period: 

c''-

/' 

P 

the'jfoqelraOhete I tHvaftigaTlna u tiblwg alica) m 
^ ^ /^ency^Jaly Ut 1884. Subsequant qearttrly repM aost be 
^ subolsted in i starilar naiwar until the final Pbasa I 

Sanarles of all actual or preposad ciinngei ta the llorkpVaa or Its 
lBplaaeifUti«i: 

SUoaaarlas of ell actual or potential preblass ancoonterod during the 
reporting period; 

Propeael for carrectlng any prablaax; 

Prujected weit for the next reporting period; and 
« 

Other Infereatien er data as requested In ertting by the nooney's 
OLPC. 

orli for the writ coopleted free the dau ef this tatter-to-
ont call 

~ east ba sttbeltted ta 

suhfatttad ta the ngeacy. 
VI Report Is 

^ 2g<ThQ partlen af the Hnal IIPI Phase I report dooNMrtlng tha raceUs of the 
'2G' reqairad sail siapllng/analysis affort euit coataia the folloatng 

Infarswtlon, for each SWl imstlgatW: 

A disoisston 
eenduetad 
effort cMductad 

on of (1) the reason for tho saapllng/eaalysts effort 
at each SIMI and CO tha eeals ef the sanpllni aoalytls 
iductad at each SHMl; ; 

JIM 21 '84 10=35 ZV?3S4SOt PRQfa.ai 
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I 

b« A }c«l0il drartng fhowliig the barizoat*! ud vertleal laevtlaa 
«11 fofi snplM wert coHtcKod %X «wh tlMli 

c. Jwilflettion for tho lae«tl9tt« frsa Mtifcfe Mil s«Bpl0S «nro 
eelldcudi 

4< • A dBsertptlen of th« procodorw utod f«rs 

1. Swplo callMtlon; 

Z, Sa^l0 ^omtloR} 

1;" CUfd of cuirtf^rW 
V'--- r • • 

i. Deeantttiiiltlsa of sovllfiB oqaliMWt. 

0. Viml oInsfflcitloA of etch .soil saipio collected for miysis; 

r> A dliamolao of tha resalts or tnj flold eerMfiiog efforiei 
I , 

0. A descnpctee of tJio sol i typoi Meountered dorlng tiM lovastlgatioR, 
Ineludlof Molod cross'sections; 

h. A descriptlen of the pnKodaras used to eulyZA the soil ssiplos, 
iflclodlog: 

1, Tfw enslytlea) procedure used, laeluding tlio proeedBroot if tw. 
ueod to propiro too saoplt for nntlyslt; 

t. Any dilutions eado to the erlplntV suBplei 

3. Any IntevfereBMs enceontemd dorlnp the uelysis of each 
swple; end 

4. The grocUcel ffimttutloa llelt aemeved. locTudlnp 
iustlflcatien for reporting P^is oMch ere eboeo these m forth 
In SM'Bee. 

1. A doicrlptien of oil qoellty controVdueltty issoroeeo ooolysos 
eoodueted, including tlio uelysts of lib Pinks, trip oitiftt ud 
field hlnksi 

J. A doocrlptloe of ell uuollty uliumce/quillty control offorts aido 
overell; 

k. A inmiry of ill eniiytiesi <iot«, ineladiag qVQC results, in tnbuler 
fo**l 

JIM 21 *94 ia;.T7 3175243291 »U^012 
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P»gB U 

1. 

a. 

n. 

Co^lM 0f tl«o Pfn«i libontonr shatt* wMch r«p«pt tin rtmltt ef tha 
iMlysM, lAcliidlag final sheetc raportlfig quiity aasnna^mllty 
cmtnl 4iU| i 

Colorod photographs docuaontf 

A tflseosslM of tho colli 
tboso aaaple locations idiom 
COAContratleos of tho eontai 
froa tho InfOnatloA conplli 
dlscttsoloft.> ' •-

tho owpllng offort: and 
data. This dlseusslon slwuTd Identify 
atssmonts asm detoeted and tin 
(Its. COnclaslOAs ahfdi eon be drMR 

sho^d |lse bo ineleM 1« tMs 

^ un^treetloM* refer te 
»gsAS!mpy 

aioeld you have any dHnatlons ragardin i this nattor* please oentect Erie 
Hinder at 217/584-S374. 1 

Sincerely. 

Douglas V. Clayi P.E. 
Hoasrdnus Waste Braneh Naaoger 
Perolt Section. Boreau of land 

WC:Q1/nls/spa23li/l-U 

Attachnonts: Rfl Phase I Certlf1catt< 
API Phase X Laberatery ' 

ee; USCPA Poglon f •• fieorge Hanpa* 

tlflcatlm Stetaaant 
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PflQE-aMyeiB 

S4ft^jneen 
Ooltao, nilMis 

Ug tio. 8>U0 RFI'l 

UpsA cMp1«t1on 9t fli»M I of ^ an, THIS Kitmot 1« to lio conplatod fey 
or wrotoF (as ioflood in 95 «C 

702.12C) ^ far tta roQlstortO profOMfeml Oflsinoor ovtrfaoliM oYI MHI 
osBoeim irttl tfco IpvMtliitlen. Sofain ant cofgr of tOo ceirtlffeotioa vtta 
original slgnatvm uO thro* idOltloNl eoploo. 

an nuse t actlvltfas at tho fiellltylteorlboa In UM tf| Phwo X 
have boon coagloteO In Kooriaiica yltH^ spiciricatloM In thn jgi 
HgrltPjan.. • tmOM- poftilty of £ ttot OocoMit and Sflr 
attadaenU vera pragtrtd wdartf OINRloa ar fupmnHtlen fa aoeordtnoe «fth ';s:s 
poKoni wba naaaaa the oyitap, or thesd perseaa diractly ramat^lo for 
Mtlnrliig the in^mtleh, the lefonnMen sUhnfttaO fa, to the hoot of 
MMlodgo and belief, true, aeeorote, coi^lefce. X m mv that there art 
signlflwt peheltlas far sutantfiw filce lefsniatlant Ineledliig the 
poaelhlllty of fine and fngrUoea^ ft' Kmirfag vieiatlene. 

US€M 10 Niabor iciitty aw 

Sl^ture of OMwAt^retor BSe Naae and title 

Stgnatore of aegiatereo a.E. Date N|wo of Keglotored P.E. and illlfiels 
aefletretloa laabar 

Hatllng Addrasa of f.C.: higistored P.E.'a Steli 

nK:EiVnls/sp3Z3h/i4 

nM 31 'S4 10:: 217Sad3S91 
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PliMS I Of tin ftCRA Fwlllty InvesKlfMlM 
$sfOty<KI««a 

Doltoo, nifnoU 
109 No. B-JW-NFM 

Upon coaplotinn of Phuo t of tlio RFX, this stot—ot Is to bo ooaplotcd by 
both 0 rospoBslblo.ofncor of tho OHOof or opontor (ti doffnod 1o 3S lAC 
7D2.12fi) vul (2) 0 roiponstbls offlcop (u deflnod 1» 8S UC 702.184) of tho 
loborttory «h^ coodoctod the ebtnlcol uilyies roqolpod os port of Ptwso I 
of tbt RFI. Tho eriflnol of tlila ototCMnt shtll isaopiiiy tho orlflNl 
certi nation stitoint for tne ovortii PhoM I oetlvltlos sad tho in Photo 1 
teport. 

Tho stnplo colioctlon, haodTlM, presorvatlon, pnsmtloo and amlysft 
conductod as part of maso i of the RFI n tho fa^tf doscrlbni in this 
decoMHt has Man aondoctod In acsordaiwe nth tho spaetflcatioao tn tho 
saoroyad MBrtBlawv l--eort14y lOMsr^poifsny of Taw t^t ^1o deoiomt and oil 
attaehoanas ooro proacnd andor v dipoctloo «r Mporrlsion m aeeoroaneo with 
a oystoB doslnod to dsora that mllflod porsonnol proporly gatnaf and 
ovalHoto tho Inforaatloo iiMifttM. Based so qy Inqolry of tho ptrsoa or 
persona who unaao tho lyston, or those persons diroctb rospenslhlo for 
gathering the innidiation, tho Inforaatlon swbnlttod is, to tho boat of nor 
nnotfladgo and bollef, true, accarato. and eonplito. i an aMro that thoro art 
slgnlfleut ponnltles for subalttlBg foUo inforoatloni Including tho 
possibility of fine end lagnsoaaont for ineuing vlolatlms. 

USepA 10 Muter ' Facility 

Slgnatdre of awnor/Dporator Bite Nan and Title of Ouner/Oporater 
Roprasaotatlve 

Naae of Laboratory Slgaattiro of Lob^otery Date 
Responsible Officer 

end Title of Laborotsly 
Sespenslble Officer 

Hailing Address of Laboratory: 

VKifM/BU/tfmi/ii 

jLMPi 'M so*x kiTsxBSi porc.ns 
I ** TOTRL PRSB.BIS ** 
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

AIA NORTH ORLEANS STREET-SUITE SIC 

CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 606I0 

TELEPHONE 

JOSEPH V. KARAGANIS (312) 836-1177 

A. BRUCE WHITE TELEFAX 

BARBARA ANNE MAGEL 
(312) 836-9083 

MARK D. ERZEN 

ELLEN LOIS 2ISOOK 

JAMES D. BRUSSLAN 

JANICE E. HICKS 

April 23,1991 
RECEIVED 

APR 2 R ^991 

Mr. Lawrence Eastep lEPA-tJLPC 
Division of Land Pollution Control 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
2200 Churchill Road 
Springfield, IL 62706 

RE: Safety-Kleen Corp. 

Dear Mr. Eastep: 

On March 4, 1991, representatives of Safety-Kleen and lEPA met in 
Springfield to discuss changes the Company planned for its Elgin and Dolton 
Recycle Centers. The Company made a detailed presentation of its plans and 
timetable for: 

a. moving Elgin recycle operations to Dolton; 

b. moving the Arlington Heights and Schaumburg branch facilities onto 
the sited portion of the Elgin facility; 

c. moving the Mokena branch onto the newly sited area of the Dolton 
facility; and 

d. closing the existing Arlington Heights, Schaumburg and Mokena 
branches. 

The Company representatives also provided a detailed explanation regarding 
the applications for permit modifications and interim status revisions the Company 
would be filing to implement the planned changes outlined above. The Company 
sought and obtained input from the Agency on the form of the applications, and the 
anticipated timing of Agency action once the applications were submitted. 

The Company submitted all of the applications, as promised, promptly after 
the March 4th meeting. We are concerned that to date it does not appear that the 
Agency has responded to those applications in a maimer consistent with the 
schedule discussed at the meeting. In fact, as discussed below, it does not appear 
that the Agency has addressed any of the applications to date. 



f 
Mr. Lawrence Eastep 
AprU 23,1991 
Page 2 

1. DOLTON PERMIT MODIHCATIONS 

A. Design Changes of Tank Farms #7 and #8 

At the March 4th meeting, the company advised that it would be proposing a 
modification to the lEPA approved Dolton's interim status change to include 
minor design changes to Taiik Farms #7 and #8. In response to this proposal, 
the Agency told us that the changes could not be made administratively and 
Safety-Kleen should apply for a permit modification. In addition, the Agency 
told us that, given the minor nature of the modifications, it should be able to 
approve the permit modification after the minimum public comment period 
of twenty-one (21) days. 

Safety-Kleen sent the public notices to government officials regarding the 
proposed design changes to Tank Farms #7 and #8 on March 5, 1991. The 
application to incorporate the design changes for Tank Farms #7 and #8 was 
submitted to the Agency on March 8,1991. 

Desi Chari contacted Ted Dragovich on April 10 to find out the status of the 
Dolton's permit modification to the previously approved interim status 
change. Ted told Desi that he had not started the review of the application 
and that he would try to approve the modification by the end of that week 
(4/12). 

Desi contacted Ted again on April 17 and was advised that Ted had still not 
started the review. This time Ted would not commit to a permit decision 
date, but said he would try to get it out as soon as possible. Desi advised Ted 
that Safety-Kleen's contractors were waiting at the Dolton facility to 
commence Tank Farm #7. Ted did assure Desi that he would try to get the 
permit out ASAP and would Federal Express the permit after it is signed. To 
date it has not been issued. 

B. Permit Modification To Include Newly Sited Areas 

On March 20, 1991, Safety-Kleen submitted Interim Status and lEPA operat
ing permit modifications for the Dolton Recycle Center to include: (a) the 
Mokena Service Center; and (b) the west warehouse for the recycle center on 
the newly sited areas. The company has not heard anything on these appli
cations. 

2. ELGIN PERMIT MODinCATIONS 

A. Class 2 Modification 

On March 4, 1991, the company informed the Agency that Safety-Kleen 
would submit a Class 2 modification to accommodate the re-location of the 
Arlington Heights and Schaumburg service centers to Elgin. This includes 
construction of a different container storage area (no increase in volume) and 
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modification of the waste analysis plan to tailor it to the service center opera
tions. (The relevant waste analysis plan has already been approved by lEPA 
for other Illinois facilities.) 

The Class 2 modification request was submitted on March 11 and a public 
meeting was held on April 15. No substantial comments were made at the 
public meeting. 

B. Temporary Authorization 

During the meeting on March 4, 1991, the company informed lEPA that 
Safety-Kleen planned to apply for a Temporary Authorization (TA) to 
commence construction of the new container storage area for the service 
center operations at Elgin. The Agency asked the company to submit the TA 
and the Class 2 modification request at the same time and the Agency would 
act on the TA within thirty (30) days. 

The application for the TA was submitted on March 11 under a separate 
cover from the Class 2 modification. When Desi Chari asked Ted Dragovich 
the status of the TA on April 10, and again on April 17, Ted told him that he 
had not started the review of the TA or the Class 2 modification. As in the 
case of the Dolton modification, Ted could hot commit to a date when the 
Elgin modifications would be approved. 

We would appreciate the Agency's effort to expedite the above described 
applications, particularly the request for design modification of Tank Farms #7 and 
#8 and the Temporary Authorization for Elgin. Thank you for your cooperation and 
assistance. 
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